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MONDAY, DECEMBER 17, 1956 

United States Senate, 

Subcommittee To Investigate the Administration 

of the Internal Security Act and Other 
Internal Security Laws of the 
Committee on the Judiciary, 

Washington, D. G . 

The subcommittee met, pursuant to call, at 10 : 30 a. in., in the Old 
Supreme Court Chamber, United States Capitol, Senator Olin D. 
Johnston presiding. 

Present: Senators Johnston and Jen ner. 

Also present: J. G. Sourwine, associate counsel; William Rusher, 
administrative counsel; and Benjamin Mandel, research director. 

Senator Johnston. The committee will come to order. 

You may call the first witness. 

Mr. Sourwine. The Honorable Francis Wilcox, Assistant Secretary 
of State. 

Senator Johnston. Will you please come around, Mr. Wilcox, and 
hold up your right hand to be sworn. 

Do you swear the evidence you give before the subcommittee to be 
the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Wilcox. I do. 

(Testimony of Francis O. Wilcox at this point in the hearing is 
printed in the preceding volume of this series, part 37 of Scope of 
Soviet Activity in the United States.) 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Waldman. 

Senator Johnston. Do you swear the evidence you give before this 
subcommittee to be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the 
truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Waldman. I do. 

TESTIMONY OF HENRY S. WALDMAN, CHAIRMAN, INTERNATIONAL 

ORGANIZATIONS EMPLOYEES LOYALTY BOARD, ELIZABETH, 

N. J. 

Mr. Sourwine. Will you give the committee your full name and 
your present title? 

Mr. Waldman. My name is Henry S. Waldman, of Elizabeth, 
N. J., Chairman of International Organizations Employees Loyalty 
Board. 

Mr. Sourwine. And in that post you succeeded Mr. Pierce Gerety ? 

Mr. Waldman. I did, sir, in March 1951. 

Air. Sourwine. And what are your duties in that position, Mr. 
Waldman ? 
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Mr. Waldman. My duties in that position are: (1) I preside over a 
seven-member board; (2) assist in the administration of the duties of 
the board ; and to hold meetings, and of course to look over the inves- 
tigations, hold loyalty hearings if same are necessary, and to generally 
supervise the work. 

Mr. Sourwine. Who are the other members of the board, sir? 

Mr. Waldman. There is a Col. H. Grady Gore, of Washington, 
D. C. ; C. Ed Winton, who is school superintendent, of Kearny, N. J. ; a 
Mr. George Ivauffmann, who is an attorney in Kentucky; and Mrs. 
Catherine Carpenter, of Pennsylvania; a Mr. Richard Riggers, of 
Charlotte, N. C. ; and Mrs. Gilman, of Connecticut. 

Mr. Sourmine. The Board was organized in July 1953 — at the end of 
July 1953? 

Mr. Waldman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Is it correct, sir, that the effect of the two Executive 
orders, concerning which Mr. Wilcox testified, is that every United 
States citizen who is an employee of, or is considered for employment 
by, an international organization of which the United States is a 
member, becomes the object of an investigation either by the Federal 
Bureau of Investigation or the Civil Service Commission Investiga- 
tions Division, depending on the nature of his employment ? 

Mr. Waldman. That is true. 

Mr. Sourwine. And every employee who is in a professional capac- 
ity or has a high-level job must be the subject of an FBI full field 
investigation ? 

Mr. Waldman. That is true. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Waldman, would you describe for our record 
the process the Board uses in gathering and evaluating information on 
employees or prospective employees? 

Mr. Waldman. Yes. You mean in applicant cases? 

Mr. Sourwine. Yes. 

Air. Waldman. In applicant cases, the application comes into our 
office. As soon as that comes in, we give it for investigation, let us 
say, to the Civil Service Commission, if the applicant is not on the 
international recruited staff. The Civil Service Commission starts an 
investigation. If in the course of its investigation derogatory infor- 
mation appears, immediately it is converted into a full field investiga- 
tion by the FBI. 

Now, we also have adopted a new policy, of late, in an effort to give 
Americans quicker and more employment. We make now, by agree- 
ment with the State Department and with the approval of the Justice 
Department and the concurrence of the international organizations, 
what is known as a name check, and that takes us 10 days to make. 

The name check, as you know, is a check made of the records of the 
FBI, Senate committee, House committee, Military Intelligence, 
Army, Navy, and things like that. If the response is favorable, we 
notify the organization that the man is apparently all right, in the 
first instance. 

We reserve the right, however, to continue our investigation, and 
if anything derogatory appears, the man is just employed on a tempo- 
rary basis, as it were, subject to the right to be disaffiliated with that 
organization. 

Mr. Sourwine. You are clearing them, now, initially, for employ- 
ment on the basis of a name check? 
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Mr. Waldman. We are, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. This procedure that you discuss, of having either 
the Civil Service or an FBI investigation, was instituted after this 
committee had exposed cases of communism in the United Nations; is 
that right? 

Mr. Waldman. I would say that the greatest deterrent of any dis- 
loyalty in government, and the greatest thing which has been done, 
was the committee hearings in 1952 which, for the first time, pointed 
out very graphically the situation which existed in a certain interna- 
tional organization. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Waldman, does the Board receive information 
from any sources other than the Civil Service Commission and the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation? 

Mr. Waldman. No, sir; we do not. 

Mr. Sourwine. You do receive information compiled by those 
agencies from other sources? 

Mr. Waldman. Yes, sir. 

We have not, and we do not on our own initiative — that is, we direct 
further inquiry from time to time, but we do it through the Federal 
Bureau of Investigation. 

Mr. Sourwine. Now, to what degree is this information analyzed 
by the staff of the Board after you receive it? 

Mr. Waldman. I didn’t get your question. 

Mr. Sourwine. To what degree is this information which you re- 
ceive analyzed by the staff of the Board ? 

Mr. Waldman. Two members of the staff read it, and with each 
investigation we have an analysis made by members of the staff. In 
addition to that 

Mr. Sourwine. Is that a written analysis? 

Mr. Waldman. Yes, sir; that is written and all have copies — and 
in addition to that, three members of the Board, if there is any slight 
derogatory information, must further read that and come to their own 
conclusions and sign that there was not, for instance, a reasonable 
doubt as to their loyalty. 

Mr. Sourwine. That almost answers my next question, which was 
the degree to which Board members participate in this evaluation. 

Sir. Waldman. I would say, sir, that it is microscopic. 

Sir. Sourwine. In other words, the Board members do not, largely, 
participate in the evaluation ? Or do I misunderstand you ? 

Sir. Waldman. No. The evaluation is made by members of the 
staff who are trained in the loyalty field. But in addition to that, 
each of us reads it, and we come to our own conclusion. SVe are not 
influenced, necessarily, by the staff recommendation. 

Sir. Sourwine. You mean that the whole Board, each individual 
member, goes over each individual case? 

Sir. Waldman. I am sorry. I should have said a panel of at least 
three will read it if derogatory matter appears. 

If it is a simple case where there is no derogatory information 
then one member only need read it. 

Sir. Sourwine. If there is no derogatory information it can be 
cleared by one member who concurs with the staff? 

Sir. Waldman. Yes. 

Let us say, a secretary who is employed, who has led a quiet life 
and never joined anything, those are very simple cases. 
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Mr. Sourwine. And if there is any derogatory information it must 
go to at least a panel of three? 

Mr. Waldman. It must go to three. And before it is cleared at 
least two members must concur in it. 

Mr. Sourwine. Now, is there any higher requirement for cases 
which you send to the agencies with an advisory that the Board feels 
there is disloyalty or there is doubt in that regard to it? 

Mr. Waldman. Well, generally, that has been preceded by a hear- 
ing in which a panel of three has adjudicated it. 

Senator Johnston. Say the panel is divided; 2 will pass on it 
favorably and 1, we will say, will not. Do any other members of the 
Board look into that? 

Air. Waldman. No. We have entrusted it — in other words, it would 
mean otherwise- — if you had a 7-man Board, it would be uneconomic, 
and it would take a long time for 7 to read it. 

What I meant was, if there was no derogatory information 2 of our 
examiners evaluate it independently, and 1 member of the Board 
affixes his name after he has read it; however, when any case comes 
up — let us say a man has been a member of a few front organizations, 
or is suspect as to his conduct, in such case it is known as a loyalty 
case, or one containing derogatory information. 

Now, such case gets the following treatment: First, two examiners 
read it and then draw an analysis. And we don’t let it go at that. 
Three members of the Board must then pass upon that case. 

Air. Sourwine. Of whom two must approve it? 

Mr. Waldman. Of whom at least two must approve it. 

Senator Johnston. Say, you turn it down by 2 to 1. Does the 
applicant know why he is turned down? 

Mr. Waldman. Yes, sir. 

But even before that the case would be marked as a hearing case. 
No applicant is merely turned down as the result of our reading of the 
files. If we believe that it is of sufficient importance, that it looks 
prima facie as if the man ought to be removed, we convert that into 
a hearing case. We notify tlie man of the time and place, generally 
near his home, either in New York or in Washington, we give him — 
we serve him first with an interrogatory or questionnaire. We let him 
know, within the limits of national security, what the charges against 
him are. We give him an opportunity to reply to those charges. 

Not in every instance is there a hearing. If the man gives us a 
reply that, to three reasonable men, appears to be — and in the evalua- 
tion of our examiners — appears to cover a few of the doubts which 
appear on the record, we will close that case out on the ground that 
there has been no reasonable doubt as to his loyalty. However, if his 
reply to our questionnaire still leaves doubt, we will give him a hear- 
ing and give him an opportunity to orally explain himself. 

Mr. Sourwine. Does the Board have the power of subpen a ? 

Mr. Waldman. No; we do not. 

Air. Sourwine. Would it be helpful if you had that power? 

Mr. Waldman. We have long felt that it would be. 

Mr. Sourwine. Does the Board have the power to administer oaths ? 

Mi*. Waldman. Yes; we do have that. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you have the power to compel testimony ? 

Mr. Waldman. No; we do not. But I would say that, in a large 
number of the hearing cases we had, no one has ever taken the fifth 
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amendment, no one has ever refused to testify as to those actually 
before us. Of course, we had the UNESCO cases in Europe, a few 
days ago, where we went there, and while some members of that organ- 
ization did show up, there were seven who did not appear. 

Mr. Sourwine. As a matter of fact, you heard Mr. Wilcox’s testi- 
mony that there had been no incident in which a witness had refused 
to give evidence ? 

Mr. Waldman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. As a matter of fact, have there ever been any cases 
where witnesses have refused to answer the questions, or some of your 
questions ? 

Mr. Waldman. Singularly, there have been practically none, yet 
with this reservation : We have had a few who said, for instance, that 
by reason of conscience they would not tell whether they, in turn, had 
associated with somebody, where we knew their father, let us say, was 
a Communist, and we had the son in front of us, he would say, “I will 
talk to you about anyone,” for instance, “who is dead, but I will not 
speak against my father.” We have had about five cases of such. 

Mr. Sourwine. Were they all strictly in that category? You had 
no cases in which they refused to talk about themselves? 

Mr. Waldman. No; they talked about themselves very freely, but 
they would not talk about the others. 

Mr. Sourwine. You take the case of Mr. Behrstoek ; are you familiar 
with that ? 

Mr. Waldman. Yes; I am. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Behrstoek refused to testify; didn’t he? 

Mr. Waldman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. He refused to testify about questions having to do 
with himself? 

Mr. Waldman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. That was at least one case in which a witness 
refused ? 

Mr. Waldman. Yes. We have had several. I might point out, Mr. 
Sourwine, that Mr. Behrstoek came back to the United States at his 
own expense, and he made, as it were, complete confession in the sense 
that he did talk. 

Ain. Sourwine. We will get to Mr. Behrstock’s individual case, I 
didn’t mean to bring it up out of turn, but I wanted the record to 
speak clearly as to whether there have been witnesses that refused to 
answer questions, because I want the record to show here whether the 
Board feels that it should have the power to compel testimony. Let 
me explain. 

You have the power to administer the oath, the oath calls for the 
whole truth, but if the witness declines to give you the whole truth, you 
have no sanction to apply, you have no way at the present time to get 
him to answer the questions. 

Mr. Waldman. Yes, sir. But I might point this out to you. If we 
have the file of the Federal Bureau of Investigation, and we ask the 
witness questions, and if the witness does not answer, we, of course, 
have the right to adjudicate the case on the basis of the evidence in the 
file, and must somehow bear in mind his refusal to answer questions 
which he might easily have done as bearing on the question of his 
loyalty. 

Mr. Sourwine. But you do feel that it would be helpful if you had 
some kind of a sanction that you could apply? In other words, if 
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it were possible for you to hold a witness in contempt, if there were 
authority by which you could hold a witness in contempt for refusal 
to answer questions before you? 

Mr. Waldman. We have long favored that. 

Mr. Sourwine. What legal remedy is available to the employee who 
is dismissed by an international organization ? 

Mr. Waldman. Well, of course, technically, after we have heard the 
case and made our advisory determination, our function stops there. 
But it has been brought to our attention — the man of course could in 
the first instance, if we recommend his dismissal, he could ask us for 
a rehearing. Let’s assume that the status is still the same. If the 
Secretary General should dismiss him, then by various complicated 
means and some continental theory of jurisprudence the man finds his 
way to international tribunals — he has that remedy. 

Mr. Sourwine. He has the right to go to an appeal board, doesn’t 
he, in his own organization ? 

Mr. Waldman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. And then goes from that appeal board to the three- 
man tribunal, which is the high administrative tribunal of his 
organization? 

Mr. Waldman. Yes. But generally that is in Geneva. 

Mr. Sourwine. And then he goes from that to the second or sub- 
sidiary of the International Court of Justice, such as the ILO 
Tribunal ? 

Mr. Waldman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Does the Executive order under which you operate 
provide for furnishing the individual in question — with offering him 
a hearing and summary of the information against him? 

Mr. Waldman. The individual gets the summary of the evidence 
in the files against him by the fact that we have asked him interroga- 
tories. The interrogatories which we give him and ask him in the 
first instance to answer give him quite a definite . idea of what is 
sought concerning him. 

Mr. Sourwine. Would it be a fair statement that the individual is 
not given any summary of the information against him, but that he 
is in a position to gather, from the nature of the questions in the 
interrogatories generally, what the nature of the information is? 

Mr. Waldman. Yes, because we will ask him a number of questions, 
do you know so-and-so, it is reported that on the blank date of blank 
that you addressed a writers’ conference in New York City, what was 
your purpose in being there, and what did you say? 

Mr. Sourwine. In other words, the interrogatory information is 
all covered in the interrogatories? 

Mr. Waldman. Yes, sir. He would come to a meeting and know 
pretty much what he is called upon to meet. 

Mr. Sourwine. But there is no specific summary of the interroga- 
tory information furnished the employee and labeled as such, is there? 

Mr. Waldman. No, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Does the Board have authority to require answers 
to its questionnaires? 

Mr. Waldman. We do not have authority, no. 

Mr. Sourwine. Would it be helpful to the Board if you had such a 
power ? 

Mr. Waldman. Yes, I think it would. 
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Mr. Sourwine. Do you know whether such authority would be 
given to the Board by Executive order, or whether it would require 
legislation? 

Mr. Waldman. Frankly, on that I wouldn’t know. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Waldman, does the Board ever recommend the 
dismissal — has the Board ever recommended the dismissal of an inter- 
national employee, or does it merely furnish advisory opinions as to 
whether there is reasonable doubt of an individual’s loyalty to the 
United States? 

Mr. Waldman. We can only give advisory opinion. But I might 
say, sir, that we have the right at any stage under the Executive order 
to advise an international organization. We have had instances 
where we believed that the man was a bad case, either from suitability 
or a loyalty risk. We have communicated that to the State Depart- 
ment, that we thought there was some urgency, and the State Depart- 
ment, in turn, has communicated that to an international organization, 
and there have been instances where the man was relieved of his work. 

Or, we may have cases of applicants where there is a working 
arrangement with international organizations, so that if it is a bad 
case, so-called prima facie 

Senator Johnston. In every case have they acted upon your recom- 
mendations ? 

Mr. Waldman. I do not believe so, sir, in every case. 

Mr. Sourwine. How many hearings has the Board held, Mr. 
Waldman? 

Mr. Waldman. My secretary may have that. I am sure it is much 
over a hundred — it is 177, including 0 hearings where individuals did 
not appear to testify. 

Mr. Sourwine. Can you tell us how many of those have been held 
in the last 6 months? 

Mr. Waldman. About a dozen. 

Mr. Sourwine. And how many of them within the last 30 days? 

Mr. Waldman. One. 

Mr. Sourwine. Would that indicate your work is continuing; it 
is not wound up by any means, is it ? 

Mr. Waldman. No, sir. In other words, we feel that it is a constant 
process of being vigilant. I might say that, by hearing our last case, 
we completed every single employee case, every one is now inves- 
tigated. 

Mr. Sourwine. Could you give the committee, sir — I don’t expect 
you have the figures here now, although if you do it would be fine — 
could you give the committee for the record a statement showing how 
many cases for each international organization have been subject to 
examination and evaluation by the Board, and in how many of those 
cases there have been advisory memorandums respecting doubtful 
loyalty? 

Mr. Waldman. Well, I have here a list of all of the organizations, 
showing all that we have done, making in all a total of over 7,072 
cases. 

Mr. Sourwine. Could that chart be furnished for the record, sir? 

Mr. Waldman. Yes, sir. 

(The chart referred to above is marked “Exhibits Nos. 363, 363-A 
and 363-B” and appears on following pages.) 
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Exhibit No. 363- A 

Status of investigations, Executive Order 10422, as amended Nov. SO, 1956 — Summary 
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i Does not include investigations discontinued because of separations, resignations, etc. 


Exhibit No. 363-B 

Status of investigations , E. 0. 10422 , as amended Nov. SO, 1956 — Employees 
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But I wouldn’t know as to — I don’t think it shows doubtful loyalty 
in each organization. Our two heaviest ones have been U. N. and 
UNESCO. 

Mr. Sourwine. If that chart could be furnished, and then if you 
examine it later and find it does not answer the question, would you 
endeavor to give the committee the information, organization by 
organization? 

Air. Waldmax. It is very simple. We could give that to you in a 
few hours. 

(The information supplied by Mr. Irwin was marked “Exhibit 
No. 364,” and is as follows:) 

ExniuiT No. 364 

United States Civil Service Commission, 
International Organizations Employees Loyalty Board, 

Washington , D. C., February 5, 1951 . 

Mr. J. G. Sourwine, 

Associate Counsel , Subcommittee to Investigate the Administration of the 
Internal Security Act and Other Internal Security Laics , 

Committee on the Judiciary , United States Senate , Washington , D. C. 

Dear Mr. Sourwine: I have your letter of January 7, 1957, wherein you set 
forth two matters on which your chairman requests reports. 

In response to the request for the number of cases from each international 
organization and the number of cases of doubtful loyalty, there is attached hereto 
a breakdown, by international organization, showing the number of cases ad- 
judicated by the International Organizations Employees Loyalty Board as of 
November 30, 1956 (the latest such figures available), and the number of adverse 
advisory determinations of the Board. 

With regard to the request for the number of advisory opinions or memo- 
randums presented by the International Organizations Employees Loyalty Board, 
in each case adjudicated by the Board, a determination, as an advisory opinion, 
is issued to the head of the particular international organization involved. In 
each case in which the Board renders an adverse determination, sunch determi- 
nation is accompanied by a memorandum of the reasons for the determination. 
This is in accordance with the provisions of part I, paragraph 5, of Executive 
Order 10422, as amended, which states : “The Board shall transmit its determi- 
nations, as advisory opinions, together with the reasons therefor stated in as 
much detail as the Board determines that security considerations permit, to 
the Secretary of State for transmission to the Secretary General of the United 
Nations * * 

If I can be of further assistance to you, do not hesitate to call upon me. 
Sincerely, 


Frederick D. Irwin, Executive Secretary. 
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Enclosure No. 1 


International organization 

Completed 

cases 

Ineligible de- 
terminations 


4,016 

337 

8 

United Nations (UNKRA) 

0 


113 

0 

United Nations (UNRWA) . 

United Nations (UNHCR) 

49 

8 

0 

0 



4, 523 

8 


296 

7 


50 

0 


374 

1 

World Health Organization . . 

383 

2 

International Labor Organization 

114 

0 

International Telegraphic Union 

10 

0 

International Bank for Reconstruction and Finance - - 

446 

0 

International Monetary Fund . . . 

312 

0 

Pan American Union - - - 

319 

0 

Pan American Sanitary Bureau - - 

222 

0 

Inter-American Institute of Agricultural Sciences . - 

42 

0 

Inter-American Defense Board 

45 

0 

Pan American Institute of Geography and History 

8 

0 

Inter-American Radio Organization . 

1 

0 

Intergovernmental Committee for European Migration 

139 

0 

General Agreement on Tariffs and Trade 

7 

0 

Cotton Advisory Committee . 

5 

0 

Interparliamentary Union.. .. 

1 

0 

International Hydrographic Bureau 

2 

0 

Caribbean Commission 

9 

0 

South Pacific Commission . 

9 

0 

Inter-Ameri can Tropical Tuna Commission .. . 

46 

0 

International North Pacific Fisheries Commission 

1 

0 

International Pacific Halibut Commission.. . ... 

41 

0 

International Pacific Salmon Fisheries Commission ... _ 

15 

0 





Mr. Sourwine. Does this chart, sir, show the information with re- 
spect to UNESCO ? 

Mr. Waldman. Well, it will show, for instance, how many FBI 
investigations were made for UNESCO, how many civil service cases, 
where they were 90- day cases in process. 

Mr. Sourwine. Would you run through that list and give us the 
figures for UNESCO, so that we will know what the figures are on the 
chart? 

Mr. Waldman. UNESCO. At the end of November 30, 1956, 148 
FBI investigations, 17 Civil Service Commission, 51 90-day cases — 
that, for instance, I might explain to you gentlemen, someone might 
be called upon to address a convention in Denmark, or just be called 
on a consultant basis, he is what is known as a 90-day case; a total 
of 216 UNESCO. 

Mr. Sourwine. Does the chart show how many hearings were held ? 

Mr. Waldman. Those were employees. Then there were applicant- 
casts — UNESCO, 227 ; FBI, 25 ; Civil Service Commission, 51, 90-day 
cases — this is total investigations, employees and applicants — 303 
UNESCO. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you have a figure on how many hearings were 
held as a result of those investigations, or as a part of them? 

Mr. Waldman. Well, I think I could give you an intelligent guess. 

Mr. Sourwine. It isn’t shown in the chart? 

Mr. Waldman. No ; it is not. 

I think we have had about 14 UNESCO cases. 

Mr. Sourwine. Now, do you have the figures on the number of 
cases in which there has been a memorandum respecting doubtful 
loyalty ? 
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Mr. Waldman. You mean advisory determination? 

Mr. Sourwine. Yes. 

Mr. Waldman. Eighteen. 

Mr. SouirwTNE. Sir, if the chairman will so approve, I would like 
to request that you furnish the committee with the information by 
agencies as to the total that has been subject to examination and 
evaluation, and the total in which there was a memorandum advising 
you respecting the loyalty . 1 

Mr. Waldman. Yes, sir ; I will do that promptly. 

Senator Johnston. We would like to have that. 

Mr. Sourwine. Can you tell us in how many cases employees have 
refused to testify before the Board? 

Mr. Waldman. You mean, sir, when they absented themselves and 
did not come? 

Mr. Sourwine. When you asked them to appear to testify and 
they refused to do so. 

Mr. Waldman. Yes, sir; I think seven UNESCO cases. 

Mr. Sourwine. Well, there were seven in Paris. 

Mr. Waldman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. And then there had been at least two previously. 

Mr. Waldman. One in Borne. 

Mr. Sourwine. And then there had been one prior to that, had 
there not? 

Mr. Waldman. I am not too sure; there might well have been. 

Senator Johnston. Did they before or afterward give any excuse 
why they did not appear? 

Mr. Waldman. No. 

And I might say this, sir: We had notified them time after time, 
and had representatives of the United States State Department notify 
them. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Chairman, I might say that we are going into 
the question of these seven. They have all been offered an oppor- 
tunity to appear before the committee. I will offer the correspondence, 
showing that the committee offered to pay their way, as the chairman 
knows, to appear, and they have all declined and refused to come. 

I was attempting to lay the foundation here before discussing the 
individual cases, if that is all right. 

Do you know of any recent cases, any cases since the refusal of the 
UNESCO people in Paris ? 

Mr. Waldman. No, sir. 

We were in Rome this summer, and there were threats that several 
would not appear, but they did appear. 

Mr. Sourwine. When Mr. Geretv testified before us, he told us 
about a worker in Saguara, Mexico, who refused to answer the inter- 
rogatory, and the contract was not renewed. Do you know of any 
similar cases? 

Mr. Waldman. No, sir; we have not had any similar cases. 

Mr. Sourwine. That was Simon Harold Singer. The Board sent 
him an interrogatory, and he notified the Board he wouldn’t answer, 
because he wouldn’t be working there much longer. Do you recall 
that case? 


1 See exhibit 304. 


72723— 57— pt. 38 2 


2122 SCOPE OF SOVIET ACTIVITY IN THE UNITED STATES 

Mr. Waldman. No; I do not. 

Mr. Sourwine. And you don’t know of any similar cases? 

Mr. Waldman. No, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Now, you said there were 18 UNESCO employees 
where there were hearings. Is that the figure you gave? 

Mr. Waldman. No. There were 18 cases, not only UNESCO but 
others, where we recommended we send an advisory determination 
through the State Department where these people were of doubtful 
loyalty. 

Mr. Sourwine. How many were there in UNESCO out of the 18 
total ? 

Mr. Waldman. Seven. 

Mr. Sourwine. There were only seven cases, then, where you fur- 
nished an advisory to UNESCO that the individual was of doubtful 
loyalty to the United States? 

Air. Waldman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you know whether all of those seven have left 
the employment? 

Mr. Waldman. It is my understanding that the services have been 
terminated. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Waldman, what is the UNESCO Staff Associa- 
tion? 

Mr. Waldman. I must talk now from my conversation with their 
counsel in Europe. The UNESCO Staff Association is evidently a 
group composed of employees of UNESCO whose alleged purpose is to 
secure better conditions for their employees, and to unite, and to aid 
those who get into difficulty, apparently. 

Mr. Sourwine. It is an association of UNESCO employees; is it 
not? 

Mr. Waldman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Has it been active, to your knowledge, in persuading 
people not to appear before your Board? 

Mr. Waldman. I have no active — no active knowledge about that. 
There were some inferences. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Waldman, that UNESCO Staff Association 
circulated a mimeographed resume of legal advice concerning a visit 
from the International Organizations Employees Loyalty Board visit 
to Europe in 1054. Have you seen that? 

Mr. Waldman. Yes. 

Mr. Sourwine. In effect, they advised and counseled the employees 
not to appear ; is that so ? 

Mr. Waldman. That is so. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Chairman, I would like to offer the text of that 
mimeographed statement for the record at this time. 

I may say it is already in the committee’s record in executive session. 
I see no reason for this witness, having testified that he saw it — I see 
no reason why it shouldn’t go in now. 

Senator Johnston. It will become a part of the record. 
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(The mimeographed statement referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 
365,” and is as follows:) 

Exhibit No. 3G5 
UNESCO Staff Association 

St.A/Memo/2168. 

Paris, July 1st 195 J. 

From : President, Staff Association. 

To : Members of U. S. Nationality. 

Subject : “International Organizations Employees’ Loyalty Board.” 

In accordance with a decision of the Council taken at its meeting on Tuesday, 
June 29th, on the powers and activities of the above Board, a statement prepared 
by the Staff Association’s legal adviser has been sent to all Councillors and 
members of the Executive Committee and may be obtained by personal request 
to any one of them or to the Secretary of the Association in Room 19S. 

The Staff Association’s legal adviser is at present in Rome acting as consultant 
to Staff members of FAO invited to appear before the Loyalty Board. He will 
attend the meeting of the Council to be held on Monday next, 5th July, at 1 
p. m. in Room 5, to report and to answer questions. You are cordially iuvited to 
attend. 

Harry Dawes. 

St. A. Memo/21G9. 

Paris, July 1st 195J t . 

Resume of Legal Advice From the Staff Association Lawyers Concerning 
the Visit of the International Organizations Employees Loyalty Board 
to Europe 

June 28, 1954. 

International civil servants in Paris, Rome, and Geneva are confronted with 
a new situation, arising from the impending visit of the President’s “Interna- 
tional Organizations Employees Loyalty Board” to these cities during the 
month of July. This event constitutes the third phase of the investigation 
of American citizens employed by U. N. agencies, launched by Executive Order 
10,422, which President Truman issued on 9 January 1953. Unlike the two 
earlier phases — the questionnaires and the interrogatories — this latest de- 
velopment directly concerns all international civil servants in Europe, of what- 
ever nationality. 

The questionnaires distributed in February of 1953 ostensibly affected only 
American citizens. It was only several months after they appeared that the 
following facts regarding these questionnaires became clear : 

(1) there was no legal compulsion upon American citizens to comply 
(as evidenced by the McCarran Bill S. 3, which would institute such com- 
pulsion) ; 

(2) there was no compulsion for Unesco employees, as such, to com- 
ply (as confirmed by the Executive Board in April of 1953). 

Approximately one year after the questionnaires, numerous Americans em- 
ployed by U. N. agencies in Europe received “interrogatories,” which asked 
specific questions as to their political opinions, activities and associations. 
Some of the “interrogatories” expressly requested the individuals concerned 
to give similar information about their colleagues in Unesco, of whatever 
nationality, notably about those engaged in Staff Association activity. The 
“interrogatories” affirmed that the purpose of the “loyalty” investigation was 
to determine the individual’s “suitability for employment” by Unesco. 

The “Loyalty Board” arrives in Rome on Wednesday, June 30th; it plans 
to sit in Paris from July 9th to 22d, and then proceed to Geneva. The im- 
pending arrival of this body poses a grave problem not only for Americans but 
for their colleagues in the international civil service : 

Americans who may be invited to appear should be aware of the following 
facts : 

1. There is some question as to the legal validity of this “loyalty procedure” 
and of the Executive Order which created it. 

(a) The standard of “loyalty” to the American government applied by 
the Board is essentially based upon a list of “subversive” organizations 
established by the Attorney-General of the United States. This list does 
not possess the force of law, and indeed its very legality has been questioned 
by the United States Supreme Court. 
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(b) The Executive Orders rely upon the findings of a “Commission of 
Jurists'* empanelled by Trygvie Lie, former Secretary-General of the United 
Nations. The findings of this Commission were in part repudiated by the 
Secretary-General, criticized by many member nations, and essentially set 
aside by the U. N. Administrative Tribunal in its decisions of August, 1953. 
Needless to say, these findings were at no time binding upon Unesco, which 
practices antomony from the United Nations in its personnel policy. 

(c) The government of the United States has enunciated the doctrine 
of the “host country” to justify its investigation of the “loyalty” to the 
United States government of American citizens employed by the United 
Nations. This thesis is without support in the U. N. Charter, was not 
endorsed by the U. N. General Assembly, and of course in no event is ap- 
plicable to the secretariat of Unesco (Paris), FAO (Home), WHO (Geneva), 
etc. * * *. 

2. The “Loyalty Board” hearings scheduled to take place at the American 
Embassy in Paris from July 9th to 22d, do not constitute a judicial proceeding. 
Legal rules of evidence do not apply. However, it should be noted that all 
declarations are made under oath, and expose the interested party to the pos- 
sibility of future perjury prosecution. All proceedings are recorded in ver- 
batim minutes. Appearance before the Board is by invitation, and is not obli- 
gatory. The Board is without power to compel the attendance of individuals 
under investigation. 

3. Persons electing to appear are entitled to be represented by legal counsel, 
and assisted by one other “bonafide assistant.” 

4. Following the hearing, the Board is required to make a determination as 
to the “loyalty” to the United States of the individual concerned, and to forward 
its recommendation to the Director-General (through the State Dept.). This 
recommendation is accompanied by supporting evidence, if derogatory. A copy of 
the recommendation (but not of the supporting evidence) is furnished to the 
individual concerned. 

5. Under existing stall rules and regulations, the Director-General of Unesco 
is not required to act upon derogatory information supplied to him by the 
“loyalty Board”. However, it is understood that he may take such information 
into account. 

6. Under the proposed new staff regulations, to be considered by the General 
Conference at Montevideo, the Director-General would presumably be authorized 
to dismiss staff members on whom he had received such derogatory information 
as to their past or present political opinions, activities of associations. 

7. Existing Unesco directives on the subject of “loyalty investigations” 
leave the issue up to the judgment of the individual concerned. A decision nor 
to appear before the “Loyalty Board” may not form the basis for any adverse 
inference whatsoever ; an individual may quite justifiably reach a decision to 
abstain in his personal appraisal of his obligations as an international civil 
servant. 

Mr. Sourwine. That mimeographed advice, Mr. Chairman, ques- 
tions the validity of the Loyalty Board procedure and advises em- 
ployees that they need not attend; that is couched in terms which 
purport to influence employees of UNESCO not to attend. 

Mr. Waldman, when Mr. Pierce Gerety testified before this com- 
mittee, lie expressed the opinion to us that there was a clique of people 
in UNESCO who placed the interests of the Communists and Com- 
munist ideology above any service to UNESCO, and above their own 
country. 

Do you have an opinion on that point ? 

Mr. Waldman. I do not, excepting that I believe that Mr. Gerety 
must have had a very well defined feeling for that. It was apparent 
to us that there was some concerted action somewhere which was 
inimical to the best interests of this country; now, just exactly who 
did it, I don’t know. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you have any opinion as to whether this condi- 
tion still persists? 

Mr. Waldman. They still have the staff association. We have had 
no evidence since that time of any, shall I say, concerted effort. 
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Mr. Sourwine. Mr. TValdman, does the Board deal with any matters 
other than loyalty ? 

Mr. TValdman. No, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. You do not deal with improprieties or sexual per- 
version or criminal records or narcotics addiction ? 

Mr. TValdman. No, excepting this, sir : That, as we gather informa- 
tion, and something comes up through the FBI or Civil Service Com- 
mission reports along the lines of what you mention, we may put it 
under suitability to advise the employer of facts pertaining to the man, 
and we have had instances where a man did not get his job because of 
that. TVe felt that we would pass it along so that they would know 
whom they were hiring. 

For instance, if the man were a swindler and had been arrested for 
embezzlement. 

Mr. Sourwine. Is that provided for under the Executive order? 

Mr .TValdman. I don’t believe it is. 

Mr. Sourwine. It is an extracurricular activity for the benefit of 
the international organization? 

Mr. TValdman. Yes. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. TValdman, do you think, under the procedure, 
you are able to prevent, and do prevent, the employment by the inter- 
national organizations of any American national of questionable 
loyalty to the United States? 

Mr. TValdman. Of course, sir, I could eagerly give an affirmative 
answer, but it is my considered judgment that we certainly can, and 
we have tried valiantly. 

Mr. Sourwine. Your program, in other words, is working, in your 
judgment? 

Mr. TValdman. I would hate to evaluate it, but I like to think that 
it is. 

Mr. Sourwine. Would it be helpful at all if American nationals em- 
ployed by international organizations could be required to answer your 
questionnaire? 

Mr. TValdman. Well, they answered to us. For instance, we have 
personnel and identification forms; when a man wants to work for an 
international organization he makes that up. TVe have not had any 
who deliberately refused to make out that form. In other words, 
that form asks: “Have you ever belonged to organizations which 
sought to overthrow the Government?” and things like that. 

Mr. Sourwine. You did have, in the case of some of these UNESCO 
people, refusals to fill out the questionnaire? 

Mr. TValdman. I am sorry. I did not think of it in that respect. 

Mr. Sourwine. I just want to find out what the fact is. Were 
there some of those UNESCO people who did refuse to fill out the 
questionnaire? 

Mr. TValdman. It might well be. I am not too conversant on that. 

Mr. Sourwine. You don’t know whether there may be any others? 

Mr. TValdman. No; not to my knowledge; but, to my knowledge, 
everyone has filled out a questionnaire. 

Mr. Sourwine. Then you don’t think you need any authority to 
require them to fill out the questionnaire? 

Mr. TValdman. I don’t think so, sir. That isn’t as important as the 
subpenaing of witnesses. 
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Mr. Sourwine. You do feel that it would be helpful if American 
nationals employed by international organizations could be required 
to appear and give testimony before the Board ? 

Mr. Waldman. Absolutely. 

Mr. Sourwine. And you do feel that it would be helpful if the 
Board had the right to get answers from those who appeared before 
it, except as they might plead the fifth amendment? 

Mr. Waldman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Waldman, do you know whether the Board 
has — Mr. Chairman, I withdraw that question; I think it is out of 
order at this particular time. I would like to go into the matter 
of case histories of these UNESCO seven, if I may. 

Senator Johnston. Proceed. 

Mr. Sourwine. We have been furnished with a summary of the 
case histories of these individuals, and I would like to ask, Mr. Chair- 
man, that they may be ordered at this time into the record, but that 
the order be that the case history of each such individual will appear 
at that point in the record where we take him up and discuss him. 
That would save ordering them seriatim. 

Senator Johnston. It is so ordered. 

Mr. Sourwine. The first one here, taking them alphabetically, the 
first one is Julian Robert Behrstock. The summary of the adverse 
information with regard to Mr. Behrstock, as given to the committee 
in executive session, is here on page 1, and with your permission, Mr. 
Chairman, I would like to read it into the record. 

Senator Johnston. You may proceed. 

Mr. Sourwine (reading) : 

Reports of the investigation in the case of Julian Robert Behrstock contained 
information from various sources to the following effect : 

That he was sponsor and a speaker on the panel of the American Students 
Union while he attended Northwestern University at Evanston, 111., at a time 
when the American Students Union was under the domination of the Communist 
Party. 

That at Northwestern University, in his capacity as editor for the Daily 
Northwestern, he wrote articles opposing the anti-Communist policy of the 
Naval ROTC at the college. 

That thereafter he was active in the affairs of the United Office and Professional 
Workers of America, a Communist-dominated union. 

That he resigned from the Foreign Broadcast Information Service in October 
1947 rather than face security charges arising from his membership in the 
Magazine Writers Guild, and because of articles written by his brother, Arthur 
Behrstock, criticizing the United States occupation policy in Germany. 

That his brother, Arthur Behrstock, with whom he lived in 1948, has been 
active in the Communist movement for many years; and that Julian Behrstock 
is sympathetic with and approves his brother’s activities. 

That, during his employment with the Foreign Broadcast Service in Tokyo, 
Julian Behrstock sympathetically associated with a reporter who took refuge in 
the fifth amendment when questioned regarding membership in the Communist 
Party and membership on the Committee for a Democratic Far Eastern Policy; 
that he was also sympatehetically associated with a Canadian Communist who 
is an associate of his brother Arthur. 

That he was a close friend of a Communist Party member who was associated 
with numerous Communist-front organizations. 

That Jack Sargent Harris, who was dismissed from the United Nations be- 
cause he refused to testify regarding his Communist Party membership, had 
refused to testify concerning his associations with Julian Behrstock on the 
grounds that such testimony might tend to incriminate him, Harris. 

Now, did Mr. Behrstock appear before the Board ? 

Mr. Waldman. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Sourwine. When he appeared before the Board, did he refuse 
to answer questions ? 

Mr. Waldman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did he refuse to answer, among other questions, 
questions as to when and under what circumstances he lived with his 
brother Arthur, whether he had knowledge of his brother’s Com- 
munist acitvities, whether he aided his brother in any Communist 
activity, whether he engaged in activities in concert with other mem- 
bers of the Communist Party, and so forth ? 

Mr. Waldman. That was the first time in Paris, in the summer of 
1954. 

Mr. Sourwine. You told us he subsequently appeared and testi- 
fied before the Board ? 

Mr. Waldman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. When was that? 

Mr. Waldman. I believe that was April 1955. 

Mr. Sourwine. That was almost a year later? 

Mr. Waldman. Yes, sir. 

Sir. Sourwine. That was after you had sent an advisory to the 
UNESCO officials respecting his apparent disloyalty ? 

Sir. Waldman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Now, in his testimony before the Board the second 
time, did Sir. Behrstock answer fully and freely all the questions the 
Board put to him? 

Sir. Waldman. He did, sir, and, if I might say so, I was on the 
panel at that time. 

Sir. Sourwine. Were all of these questions, all the questions raised 
by this derogatory information, thoroughly covered at this hearing? 

Sir. Waldman. Yes, sir. 

Sir. Sourwine. Was it the opinion of the Board that Sir. Behrstock 
was without question a loyal American ? 

Sir. Waldman. Oh, yes; we had him over the grille for at least 3 
hours. 

Sir. Sourwine. Who were the individuals who considered this case 
besides yourself? 

Sir. Waldman. I wish that I could remember. I was one of them — 
I am sorry, sir, I don’t know at the moment. 

Sir. Sourwine. Was that considered by a panel of three? 

Sir. Waldman. It was considered by the same people which heard 
the case in Europe. And we felt that he had amply explained — he 
said it was largely a matter of conscience, that in Europe he felt that 
way, and that lie was not going to testify. And then when he came 
to America, he said that he realized the error of his ways, and we 
questioned him in all these matters. 

Sir. Sourwine. Did he state whether he had ever been a member 
of the Communist Party? 

Sir. Waldman. Yes, sir. 

Sir. Sourwine. Did he deny it? 

Sir. Waldman. Yes, sir. 

And I might say, there was nothing in the file to indicate it. 

Sir. Sourwine. And the board was satisfied that he was not, and 
had not associated with Communists and not served the Communist 
purposes in any way ? 
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Mr. Waldman. We were satisfied that he hadn’t served their pur- 
poses. 

Mr. Sour wine. In other words, all of the derogatory information 
in the file was negatived when he testified ? 

Mr. Waldman. We felt that it was satisfactorily explained. 
(The summary of the case history of Julian Robert Behrstock was 
marked “Exhibit 366” and reads as follows:) 

Exhibit No. 366 
Julian Robert Behrstock 

Julian Hubert Behrstock was born on December 14, 1916, at Chicago, 111. 
He attended Marshall High and Seim High Schools in Chicago from September 
1929 to August 1933. He attended Northwestern University from 1933 to 1937, 
receiving a B. S. degree. He entered Columbia University in September 1938 
to take four courses, but withdrew on November 10, 1938. 

Mr. Behrstock was employed as follows : 

June 1937-July 1937 : Paris Herald Tribune, Paris, France. 

July 1937-June 1938: Time and Life magazine, Paris, France. 

April 10, 1939-Deeember 15, 1941 : F. E. Compton & Co., Chicago, 111. 

December 15, 1941-April 1942 : Office for Emergency Management, Wash- 
ington, D. C. 

April 1942-October 16, 1947 : Federal Communications Commission, For- 
eign Broadcasting Intelligence Service. 

July 15, 194S : United Nations Educational, Scientific, and Cul- 

tural Organization. 

Executive Order 10422 forms for Mr. Behrstock were received by the Depart- 
ment of State on February 20, 1953, and the appropriate investigation was initi- 
ated on that date. 

An interrogatory was issued by the International Organizations Employees 
Loyalty Board on March 15, 1954, and was sent to Mr. Behrstock at the address 
given on his identification and personnel data form. It was returned to the 
Board unclaimed. The interrogatory was re-sent to the employee, in care of 
United Nations Educational, Scientific, and Cultural Organization, Paris, 
France, on April 20, 1954. His reply was received on May 24, 1954. 

A hearing was scheduled for July 15, 1954, in Paris, France. Mr. Behrstock 
appeared and testified before a panel of the Board. Thereafter, an unfavor- 
able advisory determination was made by the International Organizations Em- 
ployees Loyalty Board on September 15, 1954, and was forwarded to the Secre- 
tary of State for transmission to the Director General of UNESCO. This deter- 
mination was forwarded by the Department of State on September 17, 1954. 

Although Mr. Behrstock replied to the interrogatory and appeared at the hear- 
ing, he refused to answer certain questions posed by the Board and declined to 
discuss certain matters pertaining to his case. 

Mr. Behrstock requested that his case be reopened and a panel of the Board 
met with him and his counsel in New York City on March 31, 1955, to consider 
his request. Mr. Behrstock agreed to answer fully each and every question 
propounded to him by the Board and his case was reopened and the hearing 
held. 

On April 7, 1955, a favorable advisory determination was made by the Inter- 
national Organizations Employees Loyalty Board and was forwarded by the 
Board to the UNESCO liaison office at the American Embassy in Paris, France, 
for transmission to the Director General of UNESCO. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Chairman, I stated earlier that the committee 
had invited all of these individuals to testify before the committee. 
I would like to ask the Chair’s leave to have in the record the cor- 
respondence which the committee had with these individuals re- 
specting their attendance. 

I point out that the committee sent identical letters to each of 
these individuals, reading as follows: 

The Senate Internal Security Subcommittee is giving consideration to hearings, 
tentatively scheduled to begin December 13, 1956, on proposed legislation deaUng 
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with the problem of security measures to be applicable to American nationals 
employed by UNESCO and other international organizations. 

In view of the fact that your name and record might constitute a part of the 
testimony to be presented, we believe that, in all fairness, you should be given 
an opportunity to be present at these hearings and to answer any and all ques- 
tions which may be raised affecting you. Therefore, the committee has made 
arrangements whereby your transportation will be paid to Washington and re- 
turn, and you will be given a per diem allowance in lieu of subsistence, in order 
to enable you to attend these hearings. 

Please notify me by return mail regarding your readiness to take advantage 
of this opportunity, subject to arrangements as to date. A franked envelope 
addressed to me, and a form which you can use for this purpose, are enclosed. 

Sincerely, 


James O. Eastland, 

Chairman , Internal Security Subcommittee. 


The committee lias received a number of replies, but no acceptance — 
one case, Gordon Mclntire, might be deemed to be a conditional ac- 
ceptance; we can discuss that case more fully. But I would like to 
ask that this correspondence be ordered in "the record at this time. 

Senator Johnston. All this correspondence shall become a part of 
the record. 

(The correspondence referred to was marked “Exhibits Nos. 367 
and 367-A to F,” and is as follows:) 


Exhibit No. 367 


[Air Mail — Registered] 


45 Rue De L’Arbe Sec, Paris, Lere, 

8 December 1956. 


James O. Eastland, 

Chairman , Internal Security Subcommittee , United States Senate , 
Committee on the Judiciary , Washington , D. C., U. S. A. 


Dear Mr. Eastland : In reply to your letter of 31 October 1956, please be advised 
that I cannot accept your invitation to be present at the hearings of the Sub- 
committee. 

As your letter states that the purpose of the hearings is to consider proposed 
legislation applicable to persons employed by Unesco and other international 
organizations, I would advise that my employment with Unesco terminated in 
February 1955. 

Accordingly I have informed Unesco of receipt of your letter. 

Sincerely, 

Mrs. Kathryn Bernstein. 

Mme. K. Bernstein. 


Exhibit No. 367-A 


Hon. James O. Eastland, 

Chairman , Senate Internal Security Subcommittee , 
Senate Office Building, Washington, D. C. 


December 5, 1956. 


Dear Mr. Chairman : This note is to advise you that I am unable to attend 
the hearings which you are considering. As the proposed legislation is of 
interest to Unesco, 1 have taken the liberty of informing them of the matter. 
Sincerely, 

Annette Wilcox 
(Mrs.) Annette Wilcox. 

12 rue Pierre Mille, Paris XV, France. 
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Exhibit No. 367-B 


Paris, 30 November 1956. 

Hon. James O. Eastland, 

Chairman , Senate Internal Security Subcommittee , 

Senate Office Building , Washington, D. C., U. S. A. 

Dear Sir. In reply to your better of 31 October 1956, I wish to inform you 
that I cannot accept your kind invitation to be present at the hearings of the 
subcommittee. 

As you state in your letter that the purpose of the hearings is to consider 
proposed legislation applicable to persons employed by Unesco and other inter- 
national organizations, and ns I myself have not been so employed since June 
1955, I have communicated the contents of your letter to Unesco. 

Sincerely yours, 

Helene van Gelder. 


Exhibit No. 367-C 

1. Avenue des Quatre Fusilles, Ciiatenay-Malabry (Seine), 

8 December 1956. 

Hon. James O. Eastland, 

Chairman, Internal Security Subcommittee, 

United States Senate , Washington, D. C. 

Dear Senator Eastland : This will acknowledge your letter dated 31 October, 
which was delivered to me on 17 November. 

Your letter advises me that the Senate Internal Security Subcommittee is 
planning to hold hearings on proposed legislation dealing with, “* * * security 
measures to be applicable to American nationals employed by Unesco. * * *” 
You point out that my name and record might constitute a part of testimony to be 
presented, and offer me the opportunity to attend these hearings at the Subcom- 
mittee’s expense, and to answer “any and all questions” affecting me. 

Any future national measures applied to international employees of Unesco 
would affect that Organization, rather than a former staff member such as myself, 
unlawfully dismissed from Unesco as a consequence of similar national measures 
applied in the past. Therefore, upon receiving your invitation, I immediately 
communicated its contents to Dr. Luther H. Evans, Director-General of Unesco, 
and to the Unesco Executive Board, meeting at New Delhi. 

The Executive Board had in fact just received an Advisory Opinion (dated 
23 October 1956) from the International Court of Justice at the Hague, upholding 
the validity of a judgment in my favor, handed down last year by the ILO Admin- 
istrative Tribunal. This judgment (dated 26 April 1955) declared illegal my 
dismissal from Unesco for declining to comply with certain measures applied by 
the United States government to American nationals employed by international 
organizations. . 

The Tribunal ruling stated that to apply such purely national measures within 
the Secretariat would create, “* * * for all international officials, in matters 
touching on conscience, a state of uncertainty and insecurity prejudicial to the 
performance of their duties and liable to provoke disturbances in the international 
administration such as cannot be imagined to have been the intention of those 
who drew up the Constitution of [ Unesco j,” 

It is my understanding that the United States, as a member government of 
Unesco, is bound by that organization’s constitution, which under American law 
constitutes a foreign treaty taking precedence over domestic laws. Hence it 
would appear that legislation such as that which may be before your Subcom- 
mittee would find itself in conflict with both international and American legality. 

In the light of the very recent and pertinent jurisprudence established by the 
Hague Court, reaflirming the absolute independence of the international civil 
service from national control, I do not feel it would be proper for me to testify 
at the impending hearings. However, I trust that the Subcommittee will find the 
foregoing information of value when it examines proposed legislation affecting 
the employment of American nationals in Unesco. 

Respectfully, 

David N. Leff. 

cc: Dr. Vittorino Veronese, Chairman, Unesco Executive Board; Dr. Luther 
H. Evans, Director-General, Unesco; President, Unesco, Staff Association. 
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Exhibit No. 367-D 


Paris, November 26tli , 1956. 


Hou. James 0. Eastland, 

Chairman , Senate Internal Security Subcommittee, 
Senate Office Building , Washington , D. C. 


Dear Sir: I have received your letter of October 31st, and I sincerely regret 
that I am unable to accept your invitation to appear before your Subcommittee. 

As the subject to be discussed by your Subcommittee concerns proposed new 
legislation to be applicable to United States staff members of international 
organizations, and as my employment with UNESCO was terminated in June 1955, 
I have taken the liberty of bringing this matter to the attention of the Organiza- 
tion where it is a matter of immediate concern to them. 

Sincerely yours, 


Ruth Froma, 

54 Bd. Exelmans , Paris 16. 


Exhibit No. 367-E 


32, Rue Lamennais, Chaville (S.-et-O.) France, 

December 8 , 1956. 


Hon. James O. Eastland, 

United States Senate , 

Washington, D. C. 


Dear Sir: This is to advise you that it is impossible at this time to avail 
myself of the opportunity which is offered to me in your letter of October 31. 

While I do not know in what respect my name and record can contribute to 
the purpose of your committee, I consider it an honor for a citizen to be called 
upon to assist in the formulation of legislation which is within the power of the 
Congress to enact. I must therefore state that I believe the Constitution of 
UNESCO excludes the possibility of national legislation relating to the employ- 
ment by UNESCO of international civil servants. In this connection, may I refer 
you to the judgments of the Administrative Tribunal of the International Labor 
Organization, 17-19, of April 26, 1955, and 21-24, of October 29, 1955, and to the 
advisory opinion of the International Court of Justice, October 23, 1956. 

Due largely to the fact that I have not been employed by UNESCO for the 
past 2 years, and believing that the questions raised in your letter are of concern 
to the Organization, I have submitted this matter to the Director General and 
to the Executive Board of UNESCO. 

Very truly yours, 


Peter DuBerg. 

cc: The Director General, Chairman, UNESCO Executive Board, President, 
UNESCO Staff Association. 


Exhibit No. 367-F 

c/o UNESCO, 19 Avenue Kl£ber, Paris XVI, France, 

December 12, 1956. 

Hon. James O. Eastland, 

Chairman , Senate Internal Security Subcommittee , 

Senate Office Building, Washington, D. G. 

Dear Senator Eastland: Thank you for your letter of October 31, 1956, 
inviting me to be present at hearings on proposed legislation dealing with the 
problem of security measures to be applicable to American nationals employed 
by UNESCO and other international organizations. 

I am sorry I was not able to reply sooner to your letter. It did not reach me 
until December 1, after having been forwarded from Paris to New Delhi, where 
I was attending the General Conference of UNESCO. 

I have carefully considered what contribution I could usefully make to the 
hearings. As a citizen of the United States employed by UNESCO, I was duly 
investigated under the provisions of Executive Order 10422, as amended. The 
investigation resulted in a favorable determination with respect tt ay employ- 
ment by UNESCO. Notice to that effect was sent to me in a letter of April 7, 
1955, from the Chairman of the International Organizations Employees Loyalty 
Board. 
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Consequently, there would appear to be no issues affecting me in the applica- 
tion of the Executive order. Nor do I have any comment to offer on proposed 
legislation in this field. 

Under these circumstances, I consulted the Director-General of UNESCO as 
to the reply I should send to your letter. On the basis of the information so far 
made available to him, the Director-General did not consider that my participa- 
tion in the hearings was advisable. He pointed out that under the staff regu- 
lations of UNESCO I could not, as an international civil servant, pronounce 
upon proposed legislation in a member state. Moreover, he observed that it 
would be inconvenient for the Organization to release me from my duties in 
Paris for a trip to the United States. 

In the light of the above, I hope you will appreciate, sir, why I do not feel that 
I should avail myself of the invitation which you were kind enough to extend 
to me. 


Respectfully, 


Julian Behrstock. 


Mr. Sourwine. Sir, the Board considered the case of Mrs. Kathryn 
Bernstein ? 

Mr. Wald man. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Chairman, the adverse information with regard 
to Mrs. Bernstein was as follows : 

Reports of the investigation in the ease of Mrs. Kathryn Bernstein contained 
information from various sources to the following effect : 

That she was a member of the International Workers Order, which has been 
cited as Communist controlled by the Attorney General of the United States. 

That she was married to a man who was a member of the 52d Ward Club of 
the Communist Party in Philadelphia and who was also a member of the Wynne 
Park Club of the Communist Party. 

That she was previously employed by a radio station in Philadelphia, to which 
she brought recordings which had a definite pro-Soviet slant, attempting to 
introduce them on the program, as a result of which she was discharged. 

That she aud her husband regularly subscribed to or read Soviet Russia Today, 
the Daily Worker, and The Worker, the latter two being official organs of the 
Communist Party in the United States. 

That her interest in Communist propaganda was so intense that she became 
emotionally disturbed when the librarian where she was employed canceled the 
official library subscription to Soviet Russia Today on the grounds that it was 
Soviet propaganda. 

That she gave as a reference a person who had a lengthy record of affiliation 
w ith Communist organizations and activities. 

Can you tell us whether Mrs. Bernstein appeared before the Board ? 

Mr. Waldman. Xo ; she did not appear. 

Mr. Sourwine. She refused to appear ? 

Sir. Waldman. Yes. 

Sir. Sourwine. And an advisory with respect to her was submitted? 

Sir. W aldman. Yes ; on August 31, 1954. 

Sir. Sourwine. SVas she subsequently dismissed from her position 
with UNESCO? 

Sir. Waldman. I understand she was. 

(The summary of the case history of Sirs. Kathryn Bernstein was 
marked “Exhibit No. 368,” and reads as follows:) 

Exhibit No. 368 
Katiiryn Bernstein 

Kathryn Bernstein, nee Glenn, was born March 10, 1015, at Philadelphia, Pa., to 
American-born parents. She married Herbert Bernstein. 

Mrs. Bernstein graduated from Frankford High School in 1931 and received a 
B. S. degree in music education from the University of Pennsylvania in 1935. 
She also attended Strayers Business College in 1935 and Temple University in 
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1942 and 1943, taking courses in history and accounting. In 1944 she enrolled 
at the Drexel Institute and received a B. S. degree in library science in 1945. 
In 1950 and 1951 she also attended the University of Paris in Paris, France. 

The employee has been employed as follows : 

June 1951 to February 14, 1955: United Nations Educational, Scientific, 
and Cultural Organization, Paris, France. 

1950 : New York School of Social Work. 

1949 : WFLN, Franklin Broadcasting Co., Philadelphia, Pa. 

1948: Piasecki Helicopter Corp., Morton, Pa. 

1947 : Moore Institute of Art, Broad and Masters Streets, Philadelphia, Pa. 

1946: Philadelphia College of Osteopathy, Philadelphia, Pa. 

1940-44 : Fourth Naval District, Staff Headquarters, Philadelphia Naval 
Shipyard. 

1939-40: Department of Justice and War Department, Washington, D. C. 

1936-38 : Temporary jobs, including Philadelphia Electric Co. and Yale 
and Towne Manufacturing Co., Philadelphia, Pa. 

Executive Order 10422 forms were received by the Office of International 
Administration on February 24, 1953, and the appropriate investigation was 
initiated on that date. 

An interrogatory was sent to Mrs. Bernstein at the address given on her identi- 
fication and personnel data form on January 7, 1954, but it was returned un- 
claimed. It was remailed February 8, 1954, to a new address, but was again 
returned unclaimed. On March 9, 1954, it was mailed to the employee in care ot 
UNESCO in Paris, France. No reply to the interrogatory was received, although 
the return receipt for registered mail was received. A followup letter was sent 
to the employee April 15, 1944. 

A hearing was scheduled for July 9. 1954, ar Paris, France. Mrs. Bernstein 
did not appear at the hearing. 

An unfavorable advisory determination was made by the International Organi- 
zations Employees Loyalty Board on August 31, 1954, and was forwarded to 
the Secretary of State for transmission to the Director General of UNESCO. 
This determination was forwarded by the Department of State on September 3, 
1954. 

Mr. Sour wine. The Board considered the case of Norwood Peter 
DuBerg? 

Mr. TValdman. It did, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. The adverse information in the case of Mr. DuBerg, 
Mr. Chairman, was as follows : 

Reports of the investigation in the case of Norwood Peter DuBerg contained 
information from various sources to the following effect : 

That he has admitted being a member of the Communist Party for many years 
and has attempted to recruit others into the party. 

That he has attended Communist Party meetings, signed Communist Party 
nominating petitions, subscribed to the Daily Worker, and to another Communist 
publication known as the National Guardian. 

That his present wife is a member of the Communist Party. 

That his divorce from his first wife resulted in large measure from his failure 
to convert her to communism. 

That, while a member of the American Newspaper Guild in 1945-46, he actively 
advocated and supported the policies, ideologies, and objectives of the Com- 
munist Party and associated with members of the pro-Communist faction of 
the organization. 

That he was employed for 2 years as an organizer of the American Newspaper 
Guild at a time when it was Communist dominated and withdrew from the 
organization immediately after the leftwing forces were defeated in an election 
of officers. 

That he has been closely and sympathetically associated with members of 
the Communist Party and Communist thinkers for many years. 

That since his employment by UNESCO he has identified himself and as- 
sociated with a small group of Americans in that organization who are alleged 
to be Communists. 

That he registered in 193S and 1942 to 1948 with a branch of the American 
Labor Party which was Communist dominated. 

That information critical of the Hungarian Communist regime which was 
conveyed to DuBerg in confidence by a Hungarian national was immediately 
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transmitted to the Hungarian secret police under such circumstances as to 
suggest that DuBerg had communicated with them overnight 

Did Mr. DuBerg appear before the committee? 

Mr. Waldman. He did not, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did the Board finally arrive at an adverse decision 
with respect to Mr. DuBerg? 

Mr. Waldman. It did, on August 27, 1954. 

Mr. Sourwine. And an advisory to that effect was furnished? 

Mr. Waldman. It was, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did Mr. DuBerg subsequently cease to be employed 

by UNESCO? 

Mr. Waldman. I understood he was terminated. 

(The summary of the case history of Norwood Peter DuBerg was 
marked “Exhibit No. 369” and reads as follows:) 

Exhibit No. 369 
Norwood Peter DuBerg 

Norwood Peter DuBerg was born November 27, 1910, at Des Moines, Iowa. 
He attended New Haven (Conn.) High School from 1925 to 1928, and later at- 
tended Yale University at New Haven, Conn., from 1928 to 1929. From May 3, 
1931, to October 21, 1943, and from October S, 1945, to October 4, 1947, he was 
employed as a rewrite man with the New York Daily Mirror. During the 
period November 1943 to October 1945, Mr. DuBerg was employed as a union 
organizer for the New York Newspaper Guild. From October 6, 1947, to Decem- 
ber 31, 1948, Mr. DuBerg was employed as a press officer with the United Nations 
Appeal for Children, New York, N. Y. He was employed with the United Nations 
Educational, Scientific, and Cultural Organization, Paris, France, from 1949 to 
December 31, 1954. 

Executive Order 10422 forms were not received but an investigation of Mr. 
DuBerg was initiated by the Department of State on March 31, 1953. 

An interrogatory was issued by the International Organizations Employees 
Loyalty Board to the employee, in care of United Nations Educational, Scientific, 
and Cultural Organization, Paris, France, on April 22, 1954. No reply nor the 
registered mail return receipt was received. A followup letter was sent to him 
on May 17, 1954. 

A hearing was scheduled for July 15, 1954 in Paris, France. Mr. DuBerg did 
not appear. 

An unfavorable advisory determination was made by the International Organi- 
zations Employees Loyalty Board on August 27, 1954, and was forwarded to 
the Secretary of State for transmission to the Director General of UNESCO. 
This determination was forwarded by the Department of State on September 
3, 1954. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did the Board consider the case of Miss Ruth 
From a ? 

Mr. Waldman. It did, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Chairman, reports of the investigation in the 
case of Miss Ruth Froma contained information from various sources 
to the following effect: 

That from 1948 to 1919 she lived with her sister and brother-in-law, both of 
whom have admitted that at one time they have been sympathetic to Communist 
causes and the Communist Party line. 

That for 5 years she lived with an admitted Communist. 

That she herself was described by a close friend of her paramour as a “real 
Communist.” 

That she was associated with a former schoolmate who was employed by 
Julius and Etliel Rosenberg, the executed atomic spies. (The schoolmate was 
associated with other espionage agents and is herself suspected of being engaged 
in espionage against the United States.) 

That she was also associated with various other Communist sympathizers in 
New York. 
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That since her employment by UNESCO she has identified herself with a 
small group of American Communists. 

That in July 1943 she signed a petition issued by the New York County 
committee of the Communist Party. 

That in February 1946 she registered for a Russian-language course, sponsored 
by the American-Russian Institute, an organization cited as subversive by the 
Attorney General. 

That from 1947 to 1949 she was an official of a union which was expelled by 
the CIO in 1950 for consistently following the policies of the Communist Party. 

That she registered with the American Labor Party at a time when it was 
Communist dominated. 

Did Miss Ruth Froma decline to appear before the Board? 

Mr. Waldman. She refused to appear. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did the Board subsequently make an adverse rec- 
ommendation ? 

Mr. Waldman. It did, sir, on the 27th day of August 1954. 

Mr. Sourwine. And she ceased to be employed by UNESCO ? 

Mr. Waldman. Yes, sir. I might say, noting the date of the adverse 
determination, that we felt that this was a serious matter, and as soon 
as we came back to the United States steps were taken to write up 
all these determinations and get them out with due speed. 

(The summary of the case history of Ruth Froma was marked 
“Exhibit No. 370,” and reads as follows:) 

Exhibit No. 370 
Ruth Fboma 

Ruth Froma, nee Gassel, was born in New York, N. Y., on February 23, 1920, 
Her parents were both born in Russia. She was married to one Leon Rosebaum 
from 1941 to 1946. 

Miss Froma attended Hunter College, New York City, from 1935 to 1939 and 
received a B. A. degree. 

Between 1939 and 1943, Miss Froma was employed in saleswork with cosmetic 
houses in the New York City and New York State area ; she was employed by 
the Columbia Broadcasting System, New York, N. Y., from 1943 to 1949 in a 
clerical and administrative capacity. She received a secretarial appointment 
with the United Nations Educational, Scientific, and Cultural Organization in 
1950 and in 1953 was employed with that organization as a Sales Officer in the 
Sales and Distribution Division, Documents and Publications Department, Paris, 
France. Her employment with UNESCO was terminated on June 20, 1955. 

Executive Order 10422 forms were received by the Office of International. 
Administration on February 20, 1953, and the appropriate investigation initiated 
on that date. 

An interrogatory issued by the International Organizations Employees Loyalty 
Board on February 15, 1954, was returned unclaimed. The interrogatory was 
reissued to the employee on March 9, 1954, in care of UNESCO in Paris, France, 
and the registered mail return receipt was received. A follow-up letter was 
sent on April 15, 1954, inasmuch as the reply to the interrogatory had not been 
received. On May 3, 1954, a letter was received from Miss Froma, dated April 29, 
1954, stating she could not “conscientiously respond” to the interrogatory as to do 
so would be “inconsistent with my status as an international civil servant.” 

A hearing was scheduled for July 19, 1954, at Paris, France. Miss Froma 
did not appear at the hearing ; however, she did address a letter to the chairman 
of the International Organizations Employees Loyalty Board, dated July 12, 1954, 
in which she stated she must regretfully decline the invitation to appear before 
the Board for the same reasons she refrained from replying to the interrogatory. 

An adverse advisory determination was made by the International Organi- 
zations Employees Loyalty Board on August 27, 1954, and was forwarded to the 
Secretary of State for transmission to the Director General of UNESCO. This 
determination was forwarded by the Department of State on September 3, 1954. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did the Board consider the case of David Neal Leff ? 
Mr. Waldman. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Sourwine. Reports of the investigation in the case of David 
Neal Leff contained information from various sources to the following 
effect: 

That while he was employed by UNRRA (United Nations Relief and Rehabili- 
tation Agency) in Yugoslavia, from 1944 to 1947, he joined the Communist Youth 
Railway Organization, which was under the direction of the Central Yugoslav 
Communist Party. That during that period of time, although not required to 
do so by virtue of his official duties, he associated with a number of foreign 
Communists, and continually indicated his sympathy for the programs and 
policies of the Communist Party and his contempt for those of his own country. 

That after he returned to the United States from Europe, in the spring of 
1948, he attended classes for new members of the Los Angeles, Calif., branch of 
the Communist Party. 

That in 1949 he became a member of the Aarone Club of the Communist Party 
(California). 

That he also identified himself with a group of Communist Party members 
in the Los Angeles area. 

That he lived with, or in the home of, a professional Communist, spoke at 
meetings of Communist-front organizations, married a member of the Communist 
Party, and returned to Europe on a vessel owned by a Communist-controlled 
company, booking his passage through a Communist travel agency. 

Did the Board consider the case of Mr. Leff ? 

Mr. Waldman. It did, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did he refuse to testify before the Board ? 

Mr. Waldman. He refused to testify, and within 48 hours an 
advisory determination issued on July 23, 1954, recommending that he 
be disassociated from UNESCO. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did Mr. Leff subsequently leave the employ of 

UNESCO? 

Mr. Waldman. He did, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. It wasn’t quite as rapid as your adverse determina- 
tion, was it ? 

Mr. Waldman. No, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Chairman, there is some additional information 
about Mr. Leff which should be in our record. Mr. Leff was the 
gentleman who refused to testify before a grand jury and who was 
held in contempt in absentia for his refusal. I have here a statement 
of chronology with regard to Mr. Leff’s case. I won’t take the time 
to read it to the committee, but to complete the record I would like it 
to be ordered in the record. 

Senator Johnston. This shall be ordered into the record. 

(The statement of chronology with regard to David Neal Leff was 
marked “Exhibit No. 371,” and reads as follows:) 

Exhibit No. 371 
David Neal Leff 

Prior employment : Farm Security Administration, Department of Agricul- 
ture, State Department Office of Foreign Relief and Rehabilitation, United 
Nations Relief and Rehabilitation Administration. 

April 1953: Senator Jenner reported Leff refused to come home and appear 
before the Internal Security Subcommittee. 

July 1953: State Department refused to renew Mr. Leff’s passport making 
his passport good only for his return to this country. As an international 
worker in Paris, Mr. Leff had a special French permit. 

May 1946: The Peoples World reported a reception in Mr. Leff’s honor spon- 
sored by the American Committee for Yugoslavia Relief, an organization cited 
by the Attorney General as subversive. 
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March 1954 : Contempt of court action was instituted against Leff, U. N. 
employee in Paris, for failing to appear before a grand jury investigating sub- 
versive activities. 

If Mr. Leff fails to answer the show-cause order, it was said a warrant 
for his arrest will be issued in Federal court. 

Mr. Left’s position in Paris has been as information officer of the Rehabilita- 
tion Service of the UNESCO. 

Officials said that in 1953 Mr. Leff refused to submit to being fingerprinted 
and refused to fill out a questionnaire furnished by UNESCO to United States 
citizen employees under an Executive order. The questionnaire included the 
question : “Are you now or have you ever been a member of the Communist 
Party or any Communist or Fascist organization ?” 

Luther H. Evans, Director General of UNESCO, ordered Mr. Leff to return 
to this country to answer the grand jury subpena, giving him until last Decem- 
ber 17 to do so, but Mr. Leff refused to comply. Mr. Leff appealed Air. Evans’ 
directive to the UNESCO staff appeal board, and the directive since has been 
held in abeyance pending the appeal. 

March 12, 1954 : The 5-man UNESCO Appeals Board ruled that the Director 
General of UNESCO was “unjustified” in ordering an employee to return to 
the United States and testify on possible subversive activities. 

Suspended May 1953 ; Reinstated July 1953 : Mr. Neff was suspended from his 
U. N. job after his refusal to come back and face the grand jury last year, but 
2 months later was reinstated. 

The UNESCO Staff Association had demanded the suspension be lifted because 
it said no proof of bad conduct on Mr. Leff’s part had been established. 

March 1G, 1954: Telephone call from Jim Cardiello who was in touch with 
Kilsheimer to the effect that Leff was cited for contempt by a Federal district 
court in New York City and that the statement to this effect was sent to the 
Department of Justice to forward to the State Department with the recom- 
mendation that it be sent to Luther Evans, head of UNESCO, so that he might 
have grounds for firing Leff. 

March 23, 1954 : David Leff has not revised his refusal to answer a subpena 
of the Federal court of New York. His principal objection to appearing before 
a congressional committee investigating subversion activities has been that 
because he has no passport he has no assurance that he will be allowed to 
leave the United States after testifying to rejoin his family here (Paris) and 
resume his position with UNESCO. 

March 23, 1954 : Luther Evans, director general of UNESCO, ordered David 
Leff to comply with United States judicial proceedings that have been brought 
against him. Mr. Evans’ order hinted at disciplinary action against Mr. Leff 
and added he would “attach the greatest importance to the judgment to be 
rendered by the United States district court.” 

March 24, 1954: A bench warrant was issued by Federal Judge Henry W. 
Goddard for the arrest of David N. Leff. He was served by registered mail 
with a court order calling for his appearance to show cause why he should not 
be punished for contempt. 

Mr. Leff requested postponement of the date on which the show-cause order 
was returnable in court on the ground that he had not received valid notice 
of the order until today. 

Mr. Leff wrote Director General Luther Evans appealing an order issued to 
him Tuesday “to satisfy the requirements of the judicial authorities.” 

March 29, 1954: Dr. Luther Evans announced that he was withholding action 
in the case of David N. Leff. He stated that if the court refused Mr. Leff’s 
motion to vacate the arrest warrant he would order him to appear in court 
“under pain of immediate dismissal.” 

June 1, 1954: Federal Judge Gregory F. Noonan ruled that David N. Leff 
would have to return to New York City from Paris and answer a grand jury 
subpena. 

July 17, 1954: David Leff has not accepted an invitation to appear before a 
visiting United States loyalty board. During the period in which he was 
called back to the United States to appear before a grand jury, he refused and 
was quoted as saying he would be happy to appear if he could be heard here. 

The United States Loyalty Board was presided over by Pierce J. Gerety, Board 
President. 

August 23, 1954 : Four Americans who refused to testify before a United States 
loyalty board will not have their contracts renewed when they expire in a few 
72723— 57— pt. 38 3 
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months. The four were not indicted; however, David Left’s contract expires 
December 31, 1954. 

Left has appealed to the administrative tribunal of the International Labor 
Office in Geneva against an order by Evans to obey the New York court. The 
case will be heard September 6, 1954. 

At present, Mr. Luther Evans does not consider himself authorized under 
existing staff regulations to tire the seven who refused to testify [before the 
United States Loyalty Board]. 

August 24, 1954 : The administrative tribunal whose jurisdiction extends to 
the three largest specialized agencies of the U. N., opened a series of hearings 
here today, two of which involve American “loyalty” or “security” cases. 

Mr. Left is challenging an earlier decision of Mr. Evans that he was obliged 
to comply with a request of a United States grand jury to testify as to his 
background, associations, etc. 

September 6, 1954 : A three-member international tribunal ruled today that 
UNESCO lacked the authority to order an American it employed in Paris to 
testify before a Federal grand jury in New York. 

The tribunal also ordered UNESCO to pay $300 toward Mr. Left’s legal 
expenses in contesting the first order and allowed him 15 days to submit his 
protest on the second to the appeals board. (The first order held that he must 
testify before the Federal grand jury investigating American personnel of the 
U. N. The second order held that he must respond to a New York Federal court 
demand to show cause why he should not be cited for contempt of court for 
failing to appear before the grand jury.) 

October 18, 1954: Four American citizens involved in United States loyalty 
investigations began today an appeal against a decision not to renew their 
contracts as members of the staff of UNESCO (1 of the 4 is David Leff). 

A UNESCO spokesman said today that individual reports on the 15 members 
questioned by the Gerety board reached the organization during September. 

The four maintained that Dr. Evans’ action “constitutes an abuse of power 
in that it was taken for reasons external to the organization and could not be 
taken in conformity with the rules and regulations of the organization.” 

October 16, 1954, New York Times, page 1 : The United States, through Henry 
Cabot Lodge, Jr., denounced the American head of a United Nations agency today 
for not having immediately dismissed eight United States citizens who had 
received adverse loyalty reports. He stated Dr. Evans was frustrating Wash- 
ington’s efforts to make sure no suspect Americans were on the international 
payroll. 

In his statement, Lodge said that eight Americans employed by UNESCO had 
received adverse loyalty reports from the United States International Organiza- 
tions Employees Loyalty Board. 

The United States delegation to the U. N. believes Dr. Evans’ powers are broad 
enough to dismiss the eight outright on misconduct charges. 

Lodge stated further: “The fact of being employed by UNESCO gives no Amer- 
ican the right to be a law unto himself.” 

October 16, 1954 (UP), New York Times, page 1: Dr. Evans was quoted as 
saying in August 1953, at liis headquarters in Paris, that the security drive in 
the United States against Communist infiltration of United Nations agencies 
was threatening to destroy UNESCO. He said he would oppose efforts by Wash- 
ington authorities to influence, through loyalty investigations, the hiring and 
firing of his Agency’s American employees. 

November 13, 1954, New York Times, page 15: The Director General of 
UNESCO called on the Agency’s General Conference here (Montevideo, Uruguay) 
to give him wider powers to dismiss members of his staff who are considered 
security risks. 

Dr. Evans said that he had lost confidence in the seven (United States citizens 
who refused to appear before the Gerety board) but that he could not abro- 
gate their contracts. 


SCOPE OF SOVIET ACTIVITY IN THE UNITED STATES 2139 


Mr. Sourwine. The order to show cause against Mr. Leff was issued 
by, I believe it was, Federal Judge Newman, in New York City. 

Mr. TValdman. Yes. 

Mr. Sourwine. That was in July of 1954. Mr. Leff had refused to 
return to the United States to testify before the grand jury on the 
ground that the subpena had not been served on him within the terri- 
torial limits of the United States. The court then issued the order 
to show cause why he should not be cited for contempt. And Leff 
appealed both orders. 

It is interesting, Mr. Chairman, that in September of 1954 in Geneva 
a three-man international tribunal ruled that UNESCO lacked au- 
thority to order Mr. Leff to testify before the grand jury of the 
United States, UNESCO had ordered him to return, and he had 
appealed there. 

I have here, Mr. Chairman, from the Civil Service Commission a 
record of Mr. Left's employment with the Government of the United 
States, and I would like to ask that this also be put into the record 
at this point. 

Senator Johnston. This will become a part of the record also. 

(The record of the employment of David Neal Left of the Civil 
Service Commission was marked “Exhibit No. 372” and reads as fol- 
lows:) 

Exhibit No. 372 

United States Civil Service Commission, 

Washington , D. C., March 19, 1954. 

Mr. Benjamin Mandel, 

Research director, Internal Security Subcommittee, Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Mr. Mandel : In accordance with the request in your letter of March 12, 
11)54, I am forwarding herewith photostatic copies of all application forms avail- 
able in our files for Mr. David N. Leff, and a transcript of his Federal service as 
it appears in our service record file. 

Sincerely yours, 

John W. Macy, Jr., Executive Director. 

Enclosure 3427. 
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APPLICATION FOR FEDERAL EMPLOYMENT 


Standard Form No. S7 
Approved April 9. J942 
(Revised June 19-12) 

U. S. CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION 
C. S. C. Dept. Cir No. 332 
« INSTRUCTIONS— Anmi 

^ on printed siue ONLY, to assure cL_ .... ... 

cific Units J States Civil Service Examination, read the Examination — ,. y . 

— - 1 •»»•! -t-!* ( a the '(See named therein: if nof, m»il with tn explanatory letter to the U- S. CIV IL SERV- 

WASHINGTON. D.C.. unless other*, ire directed. Notify same office ol any change of address. 


O and mail this application to the >i 

5 ICE COMMISSION. WASHING 


r e very guest ion clearly and completely. Typewrite or write legibly in BLACK INK, 
ir photographic copies lor appointing agencicf. // you ore applying for o tpe~ 
Examination, read the Examination Announcement carefully, follow all directions, 


1. Name of examination, if any: or name of position applied for. 

AV. 

TbW soars for U. 3. Civil Service Cera mission 

2. Ploce of examination (if a written test), or place ol employment applied for: 





(City and Stole) 

3. Optionot subject (if mentioned In examination announcement): 




*■ NoZ'nor 


4. _ Mr. 

- M7ID Nt 

LEFF 

(First name) (Middle) 

(Maiden, if ony) (Lost) 

« United States Embassy 

(R. D. or street orx 

1 number) 

Mexico. B# F** Mexico 

. (City or post office, and State) 

6. Dote of birth (month, day, j 7. Age lost birthday I 8. Dole of this applicallon- 
year): 

.SepW.3*-191&---.--l 2k— 

l_Jme..l7^.l$U3. 

5. Legal or voting residence: 

Slote California 

10- Telephone numbers. 

11. (a) Check one ! (b) Check one: -- Widowed. 

(Residence phone) (Business phone) 

12. Height, with- Weight 

Male. | Single. ..Separated. 

I'M.,, ..150 ..., b 

.. Female. Married. .. Divorced. 

13. Where were you bom? — AeW . XQldCj 

.-Nevr.Xork 

(Town) 

(Slote or enunfey) 


E&E. 

P&D. 




.. Preference 
Allowed — 

" w?fe D,1 ’ ,r ' 

.. W.dow, 

Disollowed. 

.. Closed. 


Adm‘d oxo m. . 
Approved by .. 

Exom. dote 

Not Ro. 

Dole Reg. 


. Material att'd. 
.. Material filed. 


Indicate "'Yea" or “Ho" a 


r by placing X In proper column Yes 


Indicate ■'Yea' 1 o 


swer by placing X in proper column 


14. A.re you o citizen of the Un-ted States? 

Unless otherwise Instructed, naturalized citizens must submit, i 
along with this application. Nalura.izatlon Certificate: other foreign- 
bom, documentary p rcoi ot c. ’Irens up. Documents will bn returned 

li. Have you ever been arrested, or summoned into court os a de- 
fendant. or indicted, or convicted, or lined, or imprisoned, or 
placed on probation, or has ony cose against you been tiled, or have 
you ever been ordered to deposit collateral lor alleged breach or 
violation ot ony low or police regulation or ordinance whatsoever? — 
It so. list oli cases, without ony exception whatsoever, under Item 
45. page 4, giving in each case (l) the date, (2) your age at the time, 
(3) the ploce where the alleged oHense or violation occurred. (4) the 
name and location ol the court, (5! the noture ot the oilense or viola- 
tion, (6) the penally, ll any, imposed, or other dlspos-bon. The above 
question Includes arrests by military or naval authorities and dis- 
ci plinory action Imposed by courts martial, as well os in civil cose* 

II appointed, your fingerprints win be taken. 


2. (a) Wore you ever in the U S military or navol service?.. 
It ro. give branch o( service and dale oi last disctiir ge. 
Army. .. Navy. Marine. Coast Guard Date.. 


IE. (a) Have you any physical delect or disability whatsoever?.... 

(b) Have you ever had a nervous breakdown? 

If your answer to either (a) or (b) is yes, give lull particular under 
Item 45. page 4 


17. Do you advocate or have you ever advocated, or are you now 
or have you ever been a member ol any organization thot advo- 
cates the overthrow ol the Government ol the United Slates by force 

or violence?..... ...... 

11 so. give complete details under Item 45 


IS. Have you ever been discharged for misconduct or unsatisfactory 

service or forced to resign Iron any position? 

II so, stole (under Item 45) when or.d where employed and give the 
name and address ol your employer and the reason lor your dis- 
charger or forced resignation tn each cose 


20. Are any members of your lomtly or relotlves (either by blood or 
by marrloge), employed by the United States Government, ~~ 
eluding persons ' “ J ‘ ^ 


.n the armed farces 7 

. „. -e name, address, relationship, and branch ol « 

such relative under Item 4*h 


21. Are you NOW employed by the Federal Government? . 

(a) h so.USDA- s . . Karri . Security. Admin. 


..Mexlco7-^^^ , 7 MgS , co.. 

(b) If you now are or hove ever boon 6o employed, give dotes: 

iranjanu^r^ 19^0 to -pre^ggyt-. 19 (V ,-- 


(b) Were oil discharges aran’ed under honorable conditions 7 

(c) Hove you already established military preference with the 

Civil Service Commission 7 .... 

If so, check kind of preference below 

.. Veteran. .. Disabled .. Wiie of disabled .. Widow ol 
veteran. veteran. veteran. 

I If you are applying for a specific examination, and wish to claim 

II veteran preference in connection with it, attach C. S C. (Preference) 

Form 14 toge her with the evidence- , - 1 . l t ■ 


j 23. Have you raftered urder die Selective Service Act 7 

and number ol local board J.a2mLCQpS JT&.. 


. Glendale s Arizona 


11 classified, give 


n.,.n lt-F 


Your order number 


m: 


24. (a) Are you now a member ol ony branch ol military or naval 


25. Give number ol persons completely dependent on you. other than 
husband or wile. . -NOIlS 


) Would you accept oppointment 
United States 7 
Give location 


: offered ll 

^iS.Easterti.seaboaid ;;;;;; 


(b) Would you accept appointment outside the United Stales?. 

®JSJSffiItenBhje.SiafflLsli 

.speaking, .location 


(c) Would you occept appointment in Washington, D. C.?.. 

If so, and If you are applying for a specific examination, refer loth, 
examination announcement to see if the Certificate of Residence 
(C. S. C- Form 12) Is to be submitted Proof ol residence Is required 
lar many kinds ol positions 

28. What Is the lowest entrance salary you will accept? J.. 3200... 
You Will nut be conn di red tor positions paying i«i..-s. 


et.yr* 


_ Occasionally ._ Frequently -/£ Constantly, 


if JO. How much notice will you require to report for work? Ttf-Q- .WC£ kS 

0-29094-1 
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DAVID N. LEFF 


31. (o) Have you ever fUcd oppltcotloni for ony Federol civil service examinations ’ ...... 

(II so. lift them below I Yes No 


Titles of exarranobons 

Examined in what alles 

Month ond year 

Ratings 

Jr*. .Wr iting A Editing Asst* 

Oakland, California j 

Iprril »1|1 

8 £*& . .. 


















(b' Hove you passed any Stole or o'her civil service examination (other than the above! w.thin the lost 5 years? (If so. give details under Item 45. Page 4) 

Yes No 


32. EDUCATION- o Circle highest grode completed, elementary or high school: 123456789 10 


ll(l2) 


Did you groduote?... 


Dates attended ( Years completed 

Degrees conferred 

Semester 

hours 

credit 

j From — | 

To— I Day 

Night 

Title 

Date 

.bi Caileaa or umvamiiv . Stanford University 193$ 

1939 h 


A.B. 

1939 

120 

California 











1 






(e) otherUniver s i ty of California r . 9-Ul . . 

Berkeley, California l/k2 

12 -Dl 

5-k2. ..... 

1/3.... 

1/3 

studies . .Time. A . Motion . 
Ag* Labor.Econ*... 


(d) List your four chief undergraduate subjects 


.History... 

Political Science 

English. 

French 


List your lour chief graduate subiects 


Time . .&. Motion Engineering. 
Agric. Labor Economics 


. 1 / 3 ... 

- 1 / 3 . 


33. Indicate youf knowledge 
foreign languages. 


.French.... 

..Spanish.. 


Yes No 

. Are you now o licensed member of ony trade or profession (such os „ 

electrician, radio operator, pilot, lawyor CPA. etc.)? _ 

If not, have you ever been licensed? 

Give kind ol licence and Stote Deck . Cadet , . Calif*. 

Earliest license (veor) 1937 -—- 

Most recent license (year! - 193 ? 


Full name 

^ Address 

Business or occupobon 

Mr* Harry F„ Brown. 

U.S. Embassy, Mexico^ D*7, 

Head*.Mex .. . .Labor... Program. 

Regional. Attorney 

Executive Asst*: 

Executive Asst* 

Asst*. Rehab*. Mir* 

..Mr*.. Jesse. _L*. Farr 

..Mr*.iiaicoim..E* .Pitts 

..Mra..Leland .N«..Fryer 

..Mr*.. John . I*. Armstrong.... 

U*S. Dept. Agr* San Francisco 

. Ki ttre dge. . .Bid * , . . De.nv.er.,. . Colo_. 

.Farm. Security.. Adm. .Portland.... 

.Farm. Security, Washington, ,R.C. ... 





3*. May Inquiry be mode of your present omployer regarding your character, qualifications, etc.? .$£. 


37. EXPERIENCE In the space furnished below give o record of every employment, both public and private, which you hove had since you first began to work. Start 
with your present position and work back to the first position you hold, accounting for all pencx.3 oi unemployment. Describe your field of work and por- 
tion and. except for employments held less than three months, give your duties and responsibilities in such detail as to make your qualihcations clear. Give namo 
you wed on pay roll if different from that giv n on thic 00c icotion 


Place Mexico ... D . Mexico. . _ . _ ...... 

From -N0.V.S .. 19 it 2. to pi gSeilfi 19 . . 

Nome ol employor: 

Farm . Security _ Adminis t rat ion . 

Add^ . .II .5., . Rmbas sy . 

.Mexico. ...D,.F_«... .Mexico 


Kind of business or organization: ReCPU.lt & 

.transport Mexican labor 

Number or.3 closs of O c' O rri 

employees you supervised J—p . Dr*. iPailSp#. 

Assts* 

Nome and bile ol your , _ _ _ 

immediate supervisor A ». . J .* . . iaP-LOC K 

. TEanspor.tatiqi Supervisor 


Exact title of your position A.S S.t_» _ .TranSpQPtA“ Salary Starting. $..2?QQ. 

tian-Supv* Per .an Fmai, j.2_?QQ.:.._ 

Dubes ond responstbii.hes Supervise. rail . shipments, .of . Mexican, 
.labor-to employment, area. in_.lL.S_...Berf qpkl . general... 

. a .drdnis.tr a tive. . duties _ i n . Mexico ..City., involving 

relations . .with Mexican . railroad A .government 

. officials , with. .War Manpower Comirission &.R..R,* 

.Retirement Board ... At beginning, of. .program* . da vis ad 
. £l ins tailed . entire, p r ocedur e , . . forms . A .reporting .... 

. system . for. . r ecuruitmen t, transportation . employment 



ment you used 


O— 2VOSS-1 
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17.— Continued. 3 


pi qc< San Francisco, Calif. 

From ..J.viy.....‘ C t9k?... ToJqY. TlM. 

Exact tilie of your pos.ticn Adudni s trS tiVC SolaIY; S(artmg . j 2100 

Assistant p „ an. n „,, , 2700 

Nome of employer: 

..Farm .Se.cur.lty. Adminis trat.ion , 
Address .30...Yan .Ne?s. Ave 

Duties and rcsponsibti.Le* . . De vis ed . L ins tailed detailed sys tem 
of budget. A . personnel controls. . £ or_. four-stale.. region. 
Analyzed ft standardized reporting systems. Assisted 

. San. . flancisco . Cali f . 

Kind ol business or orgonirat.on 

..Regional. Director's Staff 

in area program planning# 

"'SfeSSSr.S-ww .3 Statistical . 

.clerks.. 


Name ond title of your ■> • rt » » _ • _ 

Immediate supervisor -..r *. Pi •_ .A • . All^lin 

..Eicec* Asst. ...to. Reg., Dir*... . 


Reason for leaving Transfer. . to . Nexican .... 

Machines and equip- 

nroerram of same agency. 


Pi aco San Francisco., Califo 


From March..„!!:T9k2 .. t 0 July..iTi9k2.. 

Analysis Section Per an Finol $ 2100' 

Name of employer: 

. . Farm Se.cur i .1# Admin. 

Address . 3COsn. IJess Aye , 

.'.San .Franc is.c .0 . CalAX * . . . . 

Kind of business or organization- Japanese e UCUa 

. . .ti on. . f cr. .WQCA. of Army 

Duties and respcr.-.ibthhez Assisted in setting up. emergency .program 

.for the . Arrry. to . handle . .agricultural .phases .of 

evacuatiag Japanese from Uest Coast. Prepared policy 
A. operating procedure . for. --- .field o ffi ces in four 
• states e Set up ft operated reporting ft analysis 
System to keep Arry advised of progress. Urote cor.ipre- 

^ 'employees you^upervlsed . 1. SU.tiS tician. ... 

her.sive report at end of evacuation describing & 

1 sec *y. I*— 6 clerk- typists 

C. Ileivey , Chief 

analyzing its agricultural aspects for the bar 
Department. 

V/OCA-FSA Program 


Reason for leavingEnd . o f . emergency 

Vlachmes and equip- 
ment you used * _ 

promotion 


pi ore San ^ranci Cnlif ft 

Exact title ol your position. ASSt-a.-Chie^*, Salary: Starting. $ ..l8_Q0_ 

From 19 ^1., To Ikrch -Ti9 1^2. - 

Name of employer 

- - Jferm- Securi ty. .Admin. 

Address 30 Van Ness Ave, 

.Records.-i.Review.Eection Per aa r.nai. $.. 1.800 

Dunes and responsibilities .Conducted. _fieli_S-iu.dxes_ _o.4-.Fiiiiiratpry_ _ . 

.labor.. camp, management,. .operation .ft... cpmjnunity. 

. organization. . Devised A. i nstall.ed. appropriate . pro- 

San Francisco, Calif c 

. cedures.n . .S.e.t . .up . .system, .of. .reporting .ft _ analyzing. _pro- 
. gee t . .activities , . employment . fir. .population, . As sis ted ... 

in planning. A . .conducting . reifion-tride. .training 

activities.. Xor.. managerial . ft. clerical camp personnel. 

Kind of business or organization- Nigra tory 

Labor Housing Program 
N ldo;«r yau^upervised . .1. . s tenographer 



‘'SZSZfgXS. Kr.. jl,„c...p«»»5*r..... 


...C^ief, . .Records. .Review. .See t. . 


Reason for leaving . Emergency . .d.etCll. A, 

promotion 

Machines and equip* 

piac. Arizona.!?;.. California 

From . . An ^ « 19 lfQ .. To .06 1 . . . . . *'*19 111 . 

Name ol employer: 

...Earn. .Security . Admina 

Address ..30. ..VacL.Nc.ss . Ave 

..5an..Fr.ancd.sc.Q, ..Califo 

Kind of business or org antzation t-3-gratory 

.. .Labor ..Grant. Aid. Program 

Number and class of 

Exact title ol your position.. Q3S.0..J?eyi0K . F?Upy* Salary: Starting. ..... 

Per -STL F, nal 1..I5OO 

Duties and respons.Htit.! . Supervised- mainte nance . .of. e liability . . . 

. s.tandar ds . .by. .grant . o f fice . in . California .ft. .Ari &o.na_ • . . . 

. Conducted, .field. inve sti -rations . of. . special. .cases. .ft 

. problem . areas . . Prepared. A . r— - - -.to . . Federal . grand. 

.juries. je.vidence.-Qf. claim. .fraud* . Devised . procedures... . 

. .governing, .policies, _ft.jr.ou tines, .of. admAnis.te.ring . grants 


.for Ass.tr. Grant Supervisor. . . 

Hr. R. D. Conover 


. . . Qhle f y . Rfi cor ds ft . Re view . D.e ct. _ 


Reason for leaving J. EQJJi? ^rlOTl ...... ... 

Machines and equip- 
ment you used ------ 




It more spore Is required use o Continuation Sheet 'Standard Form No 58) or a sheet of THIN paper, size 8 x 10H inches Write on each sheet four name full 
address, date ol birth, and examination title ,i! any) Use are side only. Enclose, unattached, with application. 
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JC, Do you hold ony position or office under ony State. Territory, 
county, or municipality? .................................... . 

II so, give detolls under Item 45. 


JS. Do you receive ony pension or other benefit (exclusive of Adiusted 

Service Omf.catr) for mllttory or naval service, or on annuity — 
from the U. S. Government under any Retirement Act?........ .... m - . 

It so, give detail* under Item 45. Ye* Mo 

40. Show name ood eddress ot wife's (or husband’s) employer (If none, write 
"None”): 


-none.. 


41. (a) Were ony of the following members of your family bom out. 

side Continental U. S. A.? ............ ........ .‘it. .... 

„ Yes No 

Wife Husband "K. Father ... Mother. 

If so, indicate which by marking the appropriate space, ond show under Item 
45 for each. (11 full name. Including maiden name of wile or mother; (2) 
birthplace; (3) native citizenship: ond (4) if U. S. naturalised, date of naturalization, 
(b) Hove you any relatives, by blood or by marriage (excluding 
persons In the U. S armed lorces). now living in a foreign 

country? ............................................. .... it. 

Yes No 

If so, for each relative show undor ftem 45 the (I) name, (2) relationship 
(3) place of residence, (4) birthplace, (5) present citizenship, and (6) whether 
transient or resident. 


42. Uet ony special skills not shown in Question 37, such os operation of short- 
wove radio, mulbhth, kay-puneb. turret-lathe, or scientific or professional 


45. Space for detailed answers to other questions: 


23 .. 

e: 


37.. 


20 


..UrF.Se.lec-tiwa..5.erYice.-Claaaillcal^jDn 
. due ..1^...7ls3,on..c.Qr.r.ec ied-by. .glasse s*. 

.ClLu^ 

..(2l.Rus.sia. 

..(3i.H.u5.sian 

. .( iii.Ua.te. . .IT.. . .S. .. . .Citizen . 1918 


. Present 5 alary., in . I&xico . City. is 

. . v2.700. . per. . annum . plus . nver$l^QO.in- 
..Qve r time. . &. . foreign . jser.vice . jdilferential . 

Ur*. . . J# . Jacobson 


.Hadio. . Me cMnic. . First . C la.s.s. . 

.Fayal„ Torpe.do. . Station 

Alexandria^ ..Virginia 


SKILL SKILL 

SKILL SKILL 

Words per minute In typing stenogrophy ... ........ 

Do you have a license to operate on outomobile? ......... .^5. 

Yes No 


43. stole whot kind of work you prefer -h 8 .eld. Jaaison-repre^ 

. sentatira . or. . unit .simer-visor abroad- 

44* Give any special qualifications not covered elsewhere In your application, 
such as (a) your more importont publications (do NOT submit copies unless re- 
quested); (b) your patents or Inventions: fc) bobbies, construction of instruments, etc. 



S tanf ord. . .University Press - .( 193 . 9 .) * - a- 

his.tory-.oiL.lasser-U^Se-possass.ions-in 

tha.Paciflc* 

Resfiarche£4.jiesigned.£:.drew-r^ps-for- TV -A* 
Bailey. ’.a.-'-'Diplomatic. . History- of- -the- Anieri^an 
Paop le H. .Cro Cts .. (19 39-) -the . -de tin! tive - -text 
Qn..this.. subject* 


Mrs n . . J* . . «? acobson. 

Coinptome.ter.. Aerator 

General. Accounting... Office. 

... .Va.shingtoR,..I3e..C*...... 


If more space is required, use o sheet of THIN paper, size 8 * 101? inches. 
Wnle on each sheet your none full address dote ot birth and examination title 
(if any). Use one side only Encloee unattached, with application. 


II you claim preference for the Indian Service as an Indian, you must file with this applicants u certificate from the superintended of the Indian 
agency where you are registered, or from the Commissioner. Bureau of Indian Affairs, showing that you have ot least one-fouith Indian blood. 

JURAT (OR OATH). — This jurat (or oath) must be executed. 

The following oath must be taken before a notary public, the secretary of a United States civil service board of examiners, or ether 
officer authorized to administer oaths, before whom the applicant must appear in person. The following are among those not authorized 
to administer this oath: Postmasters (except in Alaska), Army officers, post-office inspectors, and chief clerks and assistant chief clerks 
in the Railway Mail Service. 

The composition and work in connection with any material required to be submitted far this examination are entirely my 
own, except where I have given full credit for quoted matter or the collaboration of others by quotation marks and roferences, 
and in the composition of the same I have received na assistance except as indicated fully in-my explanatory statement. 

I, the undersigned, DO SOLEMNLY SWEAR (OR AFFIRM) that the statements made by me in answer to the foregoing 
questions are full and true to the best of my knowledge and belief, SO HELP ME GOD. 

(Signature of opplicont) .(Havid.Hft.Leff} 

(Sign WITH PEN AND INK your nom;-on« given name, initial or initial* and iumne«) 


• II female, prefix "Miss'' or ''Mrs.." and If mamed 
use your own given name, os "Mrs. Mory L Doe." 


Subscribed ond duly sworn to before me according to low by the above-named applicont this day 

of — - 19 at city [or town] of 

county of ond State [or Temtory or District] of ^ 

(Signature of officer) ..... ....... ... 

(Official title' 


v. ». coTBRiasTitT'pftnrmo fctncsio-ivoM - 1 
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[Continuation sheet] 

David N. Left. Address : U. S. Embassy, Mexico D. F. Date of birth : Sept. 3, 


1918. 

(Item 37, continued:) 

Place: Phoenix, Arizona. 

From Jan. 1940 to August 1940. 
Name of employer : 

Farm Security Administration. 
Address : Phoenix, Arizona. 

Kind of business or organization : 
Migratory Labor Relief Office. 

Imm. Supv: Mr. Win. Keen, Sr., Grant 
Supv. 

Reason for leaving : Promotion. 

Place: San Francisco, California. 

From Sept, to Oct. 1939. 

Name of employer: 

San Francisco Newsletter-Wasp. 
Address : 024 Market St., San Fran- 
cisco, Calif. 

Kind of business organization : 

Weekly literary magazine. 

1mm. Supv. : Miss Lois Whisler, Man- 
aging Editor. 

Reason for leaving: Return of perma- 
nent employee. 


Exact title of your position : Asst. Grant 
Supv. 

Salary : Starting, $1,440 per an. Final, 
$1,440. 

Duties and responsibilities: Inter- 

viewed applicants for migratory labor 
grants. Investigated living condi- 
tions ; determined need ; prescribed 
aid in kind, cash, medical care, sur- 
plus food stamps. Referred eligibles 
to other agencies. 

Exact title of your position : Reporting, 
feature-writing, proofreading, edit- 
ing. 

Salary : Starting, $50 per month. 
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UNITED STATES CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION 
Service Record Division 

WASHINGTON 28, D. C. 

March 17, 1954 


r 

n 

L 

J 

STATEMENT OF FEDERAL 3ERV ICE 

Notice to individuals - This record should bo preserved - Additional copies of 
service histories can net be furnished due to limited personnel in the Commission. 
This record may be presented to appointing officers for their inspection. 

NAME 

DATE OF 8IRTK 

LEFF, David N* 

9-3-13 


Authority for orlfinal appointment (Szaalnetlon fro® which appointed or other authority- -Ezecot Iv* 
Ordar, Lav, or other aaeaptlon) 


49 Statute 115, Act of 4-8-35 

Effective but a Wafer* of eft ion Feelflen, grade, Sefery, Etc. 

4-15-AO 


6- 16-41 

5-16-43 

7- 1-43 


9-19-43 

9-20-43 


The above trenacript of aervlce history does not Include all salary changes. Intra-agency transfers vithin an 
organlaat Iona ( unit not involving changes fro® one official headquarters or duty atatlon to another, and promo- 
tions or dsmotiona, since Federal agencies are not required to report all such actions to the Coavria* ion. 


Excepted Appointment 


Reassignment and Transfer 


Change in Headquarters 


Transfer 
War Service 

(Transfer is pursuant to 
War Food Administrator's 
Memorandum No, 2, Revised, 
dated June 21, 1943) 

Separation - Transfer 

Appointment by Transfer 
War Service 
(Reg- IX-2-a) 


Assistant Rural Rehabilitation (Migratory 
Labor Program) Supervisor, 00-4, $1440 
per annum, AGRICULTURE, Farm Security 
Administration, Phoenix, Arizona, 

Assistant Clerk, E0-5, $1440 per annum, 
AGRICULTURE, Farm Security Administration, 
San Francisco, California. 

Assistant Transportation Supervisor, CAF-7 
$2700 per annum, AGRICULTURE, Farm Security 
Administration, Region 9, Mexico City, Mex, 

Assistant Transportation Supervisor, CAF-7 
$2700 per annum, AGRICULTURE, War Food 
Administration, Office of Labor, Mexico 
City , Mexico 


Associate Divisional Assistant, P-3, $3200 
per annum, STATE, Office of Foreign Relief 
and Rehabilitation, Washington , D. C* 

*~ 7 >? . D ,i/ 

f Chief. Audit Section ) 


d 


USCSC. -WASH I H«T0* 0 C 


(Over) 


am 


OS 6U-U3 

JANUARY 1954 
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9-30-43 Separation by Transfer 


10-1-43 Appointment by Transfer 

(E. 0. 9380) 


2-28-44 Leave without pay 

(Transferred to United Nations 
Relief and Rehabilitation 
Administration, effective 
January 1, 1944, under War 
Service Reg. IX, Section 4) 


10-21-45 Transfer 

(E. 0. ,9630) 

(On leave without pay from 
FEA. to UNRRA) 


Divisional Assistant, P-3, #3200 per annum, 
FOREIGN ECONOMIC ADMINISTRATION, Washington, 
D. C. 

Assistant Divisional Assistant, P-3, #3200 
per annum. 


Associate Divisional Assistant, P-3, #3200* 
per annum, STATE. Washington;- D.C. 


10-13-47 


Separation - No return from Associate Divisional Assistant, P—3, 

War Transfer Leave without pay $4149.60 per annum. 


Mr. Sourwine. These, Mr. Chairman, are several newspaper clip- 
pings in the New York Times dealing with the Leff case. They ex- 
plain the chronology of it quite fully. I would like to ask that they 
be ordered in the record at this point. 

Senator Johnston. These clippings shall be made a part of the 
record, also. 

(The clippings referred to were marked “Exhibits No. 373 and No. 
373, A through M” and read as follows :) 

[New York Herald Tribune, March 12, 1954] 

ExniBiT No. 373 

Threatens Arrest for Contempt : Grand Jury Orders Unesco Man to Return 

From Paris 

A Federal grand jury began contempt proceedings yesterday against an Amer- 
ican employed in Paris by the United Nations Educational, Scientific, and Cul- 
tural Organization (UNESCO). 

The grand jury, in its first official action since it was formed a year ago to 
investigate alleged subversion among American employees of the U. N. ordered 
David Neal Leff, a Government employee since 1040 and attached to UNESCO 
since 1040, to appear before it in New York on March 25 or face arrest for 
contempt. 

The 35-year-old Leland Stanford University graduate, the jury charged, ignored 
a grand jury subpena issued May 15, 1053 ; refused to obey an order of Luther H. 
Evans, Director General of UNESCO, to return to America, and spurned a sub- 
pena of the Senate Internal Security Subcommittee, which is also investigating 
U. N. activities. 

Thomas J. Donegan, Special Assistant Attorney General, said that if Mr. Leff 
does not return by March 25 “to show cause why he should not be held in con- 
tempt,” a warrant will be issued for his arrest. When the first subpena was 
served on him in Paris, he was offered free passage but refused to return. 

Mr. Leff, Mr. Donegan said, also refused a UNESCO order to be fingerprinted 
or to fill out a questionnaire furnished by the Organization pursuant to an Execu- 
tive order. The four-page questionnaire asked, among other things: “Are you 
now, or have you ever been, a member of the Communist Party or any Communist 
or Fascist organization?” 

suspended, reinstated 

Mr. Leff was suspended from his $5,000 a year tax-free job on May 22, a week 
after be refused to return to this country, but was reinstated July 29 when his 
appeal against the suspension was upheld by UNESCO’s appeal board. He said 
at the time that he would be willing to testify but felt he would not be allowed 
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to return to his Paris job if he went to New York. At that time the State Depart- 
ment lifted his passport and stamped it valid “only for return to the United 
States.” 

Before he was employed in the UNESCO division of voluntary assistance, 
which solicits money from more prosperous member nations to be used for educa- 
tion projects in less favored countries, Mr. Leif worked for the Farm Security 
Administration and Office of Foreign Relief and Rehabilitation. 

James B. Ivilsheimer 3d, assistant United States attorney, said that in May 
1046, the People’s World, which he described as “The west coast edition of the 
Daily Worker,” reported a reception in Mr. Left’s honor, sponsored by the Ameri- 
can Committee for Yugoslav Relief, an organization cited by the Attorney Gen- 
eral as “subversive.” 

Mr. Donegan explained that the reason the grand jury had not acted sooner was 
that it “hoped UNESCO would order him back.” He added: “When the matter 
became muddled in red tape, the grand jury decided to take action.” 

In Paris, Dr. Evans said he would “strongly urge and counsel Mr. Leif to appear 
as cited, to respond to the citation to show cause and to present his side of the 
case.” He said he had received no official information of the grand jury action. 
Mr. Donegan said a certified copy of the order was being sent to Dr. Evans 
through the State Department “for such further action as be sees fit.” 

In a dispatch from Paris, Mr. Leff was quoted as saying: “As an international 
civil servant, I’m barred from talking about the matter on my own account.” 

Exhibit No. 373-A 
[New York Times, March 12, 1954] 

Contempt Action Filed on U. N. Aide 

AMERICAN IN UNESCO REFUSES TO RETURN FROM PARIS FOR INQUIRY ON SUBVERSION 

A contempt-of-court action for failure to testify before a Federal grand jury 
investigating subversive activities was instituted yesterday against an American 
employed by a United Nations agency in Paris. 

Federal Judge Henry W. Goddard signed an order for David N. Leff, a Re- 
habilitation Service information officer of the United Nations Educational, Scien- 
tific, and Cultural Organization, to show cause on March 25 why he should not 
be cited for contempt. 

Mr. Leff, 35 years old, has refused to come here from Paris to be questioned 
by the grand jury or the Senate Internal Security Subcommittee, James B. 
Kilsheimer, 3d, assistant United States attorney, said. 

Thomas J. Donegan, special assistant to the Attorney General, who has been 
presenting evidence to the grand jury for a year, said this was the first time a 
Federal panel had taken action against a United States citizen working abroad 
for a specialized agency. 

The contempt proceeding resulted from Mr. Left's “failing and refusing to 
appear before the Federal grand jury here in response to a subpena served upon 
him last May in Paris.” 

Mr. Donegan said Mr. Left’s refusal to appear “is seriously hampering the 
grand jury’s investigation into subversive activities.” 

United States Attorney J. Edward Lombard said that in 1053 Mr. Left refused 
to submit to fingerprinting and refused to fill out a questionnaire furnished by the 
United Nations agency to United States citizens pursuant to an Executive order. 

The order said that United States citizens employed by the United Nations 
and its specialized agencies were required to furnish their fingerprints and to 
fill out a four-page questionnaire that asked, among other things, “Are yon now 
or have you ever been a member of the Communist Party or any Communist or 
Fascist organization?” 

In Paris, Mr. Leff refused to comment on the contempt action, saying that 
UNESCO rules forbade staff members from making public statements without 
authorization from the agency’s Director. 

The Director General, Luther Evans, of the United States, said, however, that 
he would “strongly urge and counsel Mr. Leff to comply and appear before the 
grand jury.” 

Mr. Leff was suspended with pay by Dr. Evans, former Librarian of Congress, 
last May after he failed to appear before the grand jury in New York. Mr. Leff 
appealed, and the Appeals Board of the United Nations ordered his reinstate- 
ment in July. 
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Last December, it was learned, Dr. Evans ordered Left to comply with the sub- 
pena. It w T as understood that the Director offered to transfer the United Nations’ 
employee to New York, but that Mr. Leff declined. Mr. Left appealed this order. 

Last Monday the Appeals Board handed down a decision that said the Director 
General had no right to give such an order, because as an international civil 
servant he could not substitute himself for the authorities of a particular 
government. 

In July, the State Department refused to renew Mr. Left’s passport, making 
has passport good only for his return to this country. As an international worker 
in Paris, Mr. Leff has a special French permit. 

It was said that Mr. Leff was reluctant to return to New York because of the 
fear that he would be unable to return to Paris. 

The Senate Internal Security Subcommittee announced last April that it had 
been trying, without success, to get Mr. Leff to appear for questioning. 

The grand jury, Mr. Donegan said, had hoped that UNESCO officials w r ould 
order Mr. Leff back. But in view of the Appeals Board’s action and “red tape,” 
the panel decided it was necessary to take the contempt action, he added. 

Should Mr. Leff fail to appear lief ore the panel on March 25 a bench warrant 
for his arrest will be sought, Mr. Kilsheimer said. 

However, it appears that there is no legal way the grand jury can force Mr, 
Leff to return. During the Teapot Dome scandal, in the early 1920’s, a witness 
fled to Europe, and, it was noted, United States authorities could not force his 
return. 

Prior to Mr. Left’s employment with the United Nations, which started in 1949, 
he was employed by the following agencies : the Farm Security Administration, 
the Department of Agriculture, the State Department Office of Foreign Relief and 
Rehabilitation, and the United Nations Relief and Rehabilitation Administration. 


Exhibit No. 373-B 
[New York Times, March 18, 1954] 

U. N. Aid Spurns Writ 

UNITED STATES CITIZEN IN PARIS AGAIN DEFIES SUBVERSIVE INQUIRY 

Paris, March 17 (Reuters). — An American citizen wanted for questioning 
about subversive activities before a New York Federal grand jury was said today 
to have invoked his rights as a United Nations employee here to refuse a subpena. 

It is the second United States court order David Leff has declined. He is 
employed as an information officer by the United Nations Educational, Scientific, 
and Cultural Organization. 

Mr. Leff refused to accept the subpena, sent by registered mail, when a UNESCO 
official handed it to him. The Organization’s Appeals Board ruled last Friday 
that the earlier order was “unjustified.” 

On March 11 Federal Judge Henry W. Goddard signed an order here requiring 
Mr. Leff to show cause by March 25 why he should not testify. James B. Kils- 
hemier 3d, assistant United States attorney, said that if Mr. Leff did not appear 
by that date a bench warrant would be sought for his arrest. 


Exhibit No. 373-0 

[The New York Times, April 23, 1954, p. SJ 
Special to The New York Times. 

Paris, April 22. — David Leff, United States employee of the United Nations 
Educational, Scientific, and Cultural Organization, has not revised his refusal 
to answer a subpena of the Federal court in New York. His position, it was 
learned today, has not been altered by the experience of Mrs. Rowena Rommell. 

Mr. Leff intends to await the verdict of the court on his petition for annulment 
of the subpena, which was heard in New York on Tuesday. 

His principal objection to appearing before a congressional committee Investi- 
gating subversive activities has been that because he has no passport he has no 
assurance that he will be allowed to leave the States after testifying to rejoin 
his family here and resume his position with UNESCO, 
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Exhibit No. 373-D 

[The New York Times, March 30, 1954, p. 9] 

Leff Decision Delayed 

UNESCO 11ECAI) THREATENS FIRING IF COURT RULES AGAINST AID 

Special to The New York Times 

Paris, March 29. — Dr. Luther Evans, Director General of the United Nations 
Educational, Scientific, and Cultural Organization, announced today that he was 
withholding action in the case of David N. Leif, a staff member. An arrest 
warrant was issued against Mr. Leff last Thursday in Federal district court in 
New York. 

A bench warrant was issued by Judge Henry Goddard when Mr. Leff did not 
appear before him to show cause why he should not be held in contempt for 
refusing to testify before a Federal grand jury investigating subversive activities. 

Mr. Leff has filed a motion to vacate the warrant on the ground that he had 
officially received the order only on the day it was returnable. 

Dr. Evans said that if the court refused Mr. Leff’s motion to vacate the arrest 
warrant, he would order him to appear in court “under pain of immediate 
dismissal/’ 


Exhibit No. 373-E 
[Herald Tribune, March 13, 1954] 

Unesco Board Backs Leff 

Paris, March 12 — The Director General of the United Nations Educational, 
Scientific, and Cultural Organization (Unesco) was unjustified in ordering an 
employee to return to the United States and testify on possible subversive 
activities, a Unesco appeals board held tonight. 

The employee is David N. Leff, an American citizen working in the Information 
Section of Unesco here. He has been cited for contempt because he failed to 
answer a subpena to appear before a Federal grand jury at New York. 

Mr. Leff was subpenaed last May but refused to return to New York. Director 
General Luther A. Evans, after repeated requests, finally ordered him to go to 
New York, but Mr. Leff appealed to the appeals board. 

The 5-man board, 2 of whom were appointed by Mr. Evans, is empowered by the 
organization’s bylaws “to give an opinion” to the top executive on appeals arising 
out of administrative rulings. 

The board termed Mr. Evans’ order “unjustified.” 


Exhibit No. 373-F 
[New York Times, March 26, 1954] 

Bench Warrant Out for Leff, U. N. Aid 

A bench warrant was issued yesterday by Federal Judge Henry W. Goddard for. 
the arrest of David N. Leff, an American employed in Paris by the United Nations 
Education, Scientific, and Cultural Organization. Mr. Leff has refused to return 
here to appear before a grand jury investigating subversive activities. 

James B. Kilsheimer, third assistant United States attorney, said Mr. Leff, 
35-year-old Rehabilitation Service information office, had been served by regis- 
tered mail with a court order calling for his appearance yesterday to show cause 
why he should not be punished for contempt. 

The grand jury wanted to question Mr. Leff because he failed to fill out a 
questionnaire as directed under an Executive order. The questionnaire asks, 
among other things, about Communist Party affiliations. 
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Special to the New York Times 

Paris, March 25.— David N. Left received news of a warrant for his arrest 
without comment tonight at his home in the suburbs. 

Earlier it was learned that Mr. Left had requested postponement of the date on 
which the show-cause order was returnable in court on the ground that he had 
not received valid notice of the order until today. 

In a letter to Unesco Director General Luther Evans, Mr. Leif said he had 
appealed an order issued to him Tuesday “to satisfy the requirements of the 
judicial authorities.” 


Exhibit No. 373-G 
[New York Times, March 30, 1954] 

Leff Decision Delayed 

UNESCO HEAD THREATENS FIRING IF COURT RULES AGAINST AIDE 

(Special to the New York Times) 

Paris, March 29— Dr. Luther Evans, Director General of the United Nations 
Educational, Scientific, and Cultural Organization, announced today that he 
was withholding action in the case of David N. Leff. a staff member. An arrest 
warrant was issued against Mr. Leff last Thursday in Federal District Court in 
New York. 

A bench warrant was issued by Judge Henry Goddard when Mr. Leff did not 
appear before him to show cause why he should not be held in contempt for 
refusing to testify before a Federal grand jury investigating subversive activi- 
ties. 

Mr. Leff has filed a motion to vacate the warrant on the ground that he had 
officially received the order only on the day it was returnable. 

Dr. Evans said that if the court refused Mr. Leff’s motion to vacate the arrest 
warrant he would order him to appear in court “under pain of immediate dis- 
missal.” 


Exhibit No. 373-H 
[Evening Star, March 11, 1954] 

U. N. Employe in Paris Faces Court Order in Subversive Probe 
(By the Associated Press) 

New York, March 11. — A con tempt-of -court action was instituted here today 
against David N. Leff, 35, United Nations employe in Paris, for failing to appear 
before a grand jury investigating subversive activities. 

Mr. Leff, a United States citizen, is a U. N. information officer in Paris. A 
Federal court order was obtained requiring him to show cause why he should 
not be held in contempt. 

Thomas J. Donegan, Special Assistant Attorney General, said a subpena order- 
ing Mr. Leff to appear before the grand jury was served in Paris last May. 

HAMPERING inquiry 

lie said Mr. Leff failed to respond and that his refusal “is seriously hampering 
the grand jury’s investigation into subversive activities.” 

If Mr. Leff fails to answer the show cause order obtained today, it was said, a 
warrant for his arrest will be issued in Federal court. 

Assistant United States attorney James B. Ivilsheimer III said Mr. Leff has 
been in Paris since 1949. Mr. Leff’s position there has been an information officer 
of the Rehabilitation Service of the U. N. Educational, Scientific, and Cultural 
Organization. 

Officials said that in 1953 Mr. Leff refused to submit to being fingerprinted 
and refused to fill out a questionnaire furnished by UNESCO to United States 
citizen employees under an Executive order. 
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Under the Executive order, United States citizens employed by the U. N. 
are required to furnish fingerprints and fill out a questionnaire asking among 
other things : “Are you now or have you ever been a member of the Communist 
Party or any Communist or Fascist organization?” 

REFUSED TO RETURN 

Luther II. Evans, Director General of UNESCO, ordered Mr. Leff to return 
to this country to answer the grand jury subpena, giving him until last December 
17 to do so, but Mr. Leff refused to comply. 

Mr. Leff appealed Mr. Evans’ directive to the UNESCO staff appeal board, 
and the directive since has been held in abeyance pending the appeal. 

Mr. Leff was suspended from his U. N. job after his refusal to come back and 
face the grand jury last year, but 2 months later was reinstated. 

The UNESCO Staff Association has demanded the suspension be lifted because 
it said no proof of bad conduct on Mr. Leff’s part had been established. 

In April last year, Senator Jenner, Republican, of Indiana, chairman of the 
Senate Internal Security Subcommittee, reported that Mr. Leff had refused 
to come home for questioning by the subcommittee. 


Exhibit No. 373-1 
[New York Times, April 20, 1954] 

Special to the New York Times 

Paris, April 22. — David Leff, United States employee of the United Nations 
Educational, Scientific, and Cultural Organization, has not revised his refusal 
to answer a subpena of the Federal court in New York. His position, it was 
learned today, has not been altered by the experience of Mrs. Rowena Rommell. 

Mr. Leff intends to await the verdict of the court on liis petition for annulment 
of the subpena, which was heard in New York on Tuesday. 

His principal objection to appearing before a congressional committee investi- 
gating subversive activities has been that because he has no passport he has no 
assurance that he will be allowed to leave the States after testifying to rejoin 
his family here and resume his position with UNESCO. 


Exhibit No. 373-J 
[New York Times, June 2, 1954] 

Red Jury Action Is Valid Abroad 

JUDGE NOONAN HOLDS UNESCO AID IN PARIS IS OBLIGED TO ANSWER SUBPENA HERE 

Federal Judge Gregory F. Noonan ruled yesterday that David N. Leff, an 
American citizen employed by the United Nations Educational, Scientific, and 
Cultural Organization, would have to return here from Paris and answer a 
grand jury subpena. 

Mr. Leff, an information officer with UNESCO in Paris, refused to return on 
the grounds that the subpena had not been served upon him within the territorial 
limits of the United States. The grand jury that subpenaed Mr. Leff was 
investigating subversive activities. 

Judge Noonan’s ruling, believed to be the first of its kind in the United States, 
said that an American citizen served with a grand jury subpena overseas must 
return to this country and appear before that body. The law provides that the 
United States must pay his traveling expenses. 

Arnold Bauman, assistant United States attorney in charge of the criminal 
division, said the decision would greatly facilitate grand jury investigations into 
subversive and criminal activities of Americans abroad. Such persons now may 
not claim immunity from appearance before grand juries so long as they remain 
outside the United States. 

Mr. Leff, who has refused to comply with the subpena. now faces a contempt 
of court proceeding that was instituted last March 11. 
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Exhibit No. 873-K 
[New York Times, July 18, 1954] 

Bars Loyalty Hearing 

DAVID LEFF, WHO BALKED HERE, REJECTS INQUIRY IN PARIS 

Paris, July 17 — David Leff, American civilian employee of the United Nations 
who refused to appear before a New York grand jury, has not accepted an invita- 
tion to appear before a visiting United States loyalty board, informed sources said 
today. 

Mr. Leff is employed by the United Nations Educational, Scientific, and Cultural 
Organization. He was called back to the United States to appear before a grand 
jury but refused and was quoted as saying be would be happy to appear if he 
could be heard here. 

President Eisenhower’s International Organizations Employees Loyalty Board 
has spent a week in Paris hearing those among the 14 doubtful cases at 
UNESCO who wish to appear. 

Now, according to Pierce J. Gerety, board president, it will stay on to hear 
Americans from agencies in Switzerland. The Swiss Government banned the 
board from holding hearings there. 


Exhibit No. 373-L 
[New York Times, August 26, 1954] 

Appeal U. N. Ouster 

ROME OFFICIAL LAYS DISCHARGE TO STATE DEPARTMENT 

Geneva, Switzerland, August 25 — A former United States Government employee 
charged today he had been dismissed from his $10,000 a year job with the United 
Nations because of adverse comment about him in a letter from the United 
States State Department. 

Gordon McIntyre was removed as section chief of the Rome headquarters 
of the Food and Agriculture Organization after 10 months of service. Today 
he appealed his dismissal before a special United Nations commission here, 
charging it had been engineered by the State Department. 

Mr. McIntyre said he had been dismissed by his superior at only a week after 
he had been told he was being confirmed in his post. The official reason, he said, 
was “unsatisfactory service.” 

He said he would demand that the alleged State Department letter be produced 
at a subsequent hearing. Both the State Department and the FAO thus far 
have refused to comment on McIntyre allegations. 


(The summary of the case history of David Neal Leff was marked 
“Exhibit No. 373-M,” and reads as follows:) 

Exhibit No. 373-M 
David Neal Leff 

David Neal Leff was born September 3, 1018, at New York, N. Y. His parents 
were both born in Russia. 

Mr. Leff attended Far Rockaway High School, Queens, N. Y., from September 
1932 to June 1935; Stanford University, Palo Alto, Calif., from 1935 to 1939, and 
the University of California, Berkeley, Calif., from 1941 to 1942. 

During his adult life, Mr. Leff has been employed as a reporter, feature writer, 
and business manager in private enterprise. He has also been employed with 
the Federal Government in the following agencies : Farm Security Administra- 
tion, Department of Agriculture, and the Department of State. 

Mr. Leff was employed with the United Nations Relief and Rehabilitation 
Agency from 1944 to 1947. He was employed by the United Nations Educational, 
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Scientific, and Cultural Organization in 1949 and his employment was terminated 
December 31, 1954. 

Executive Order 10422 forms were not received but an investigation of Mr. 
Left was initiated on March 31, 1953. 

An interrogatory was issued to the employee in Paris, France, by the Inter- 
national Organizations Employees Loyalty Board on March 3, 1954, and was 
apparently delivered on March 9, 1954. When no reply was received, a follow-up 
letter was sent on April 15, 1954. That, too, was not answered. 

A hearing was scheduled for July 16, 1954, at Paris, France, but Mr. Left did 
not appear. However, a letter was received by the Chairman of the International 
Organizations Employees Loyalty Board, dated July 13, 1954, from Mr. Leff in 
which he stated he “must refrain from attendance” at the hearing as he considers 
that “any participation on my part in the investigation would be inconsistent 
with my status as an international official.” 

An adverse advisory determination was made by the International Organiza- 
tions Employees Loyalty Board and was hand delivered by the Chairman of the 
Board to the Director General of UNESCO on July 23, 1954. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Waldman, did the Board consider the case of 
Mrs. Kathryn Pankey ? 

Mr. Waldman. It did, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Chairman, reports of the investigation in the 
case of Mrs. Kathryn Pankey contained information from various 
sources to the following effect : 

That during 194G and 1949 she was employed by the Civil Rights Congress, 
which is an organization cited by the Attorney General of the United States as a 
Communist-controlled organization, and which is reliably reported to have 
employed only Communists or Communist sympathizers. 

That she was married to Aubrey Pankey, who has a lengthy record of Com- 
munist activities dating from 1944. (Aubrey Pankey was a member of the 
Communist Party in 1945 ; has been affiliated with a number of Communist-front 
organizations and activities, such as the National Negro Congress, the Lenin 
Memorial Meeting, the Joint Anti-Fascist Refugee Appeal, the Bronx County 
Committee Red Army Meeting, and the National Council of American-Soviet 
Friendishp. In addition, he has actively participated in Communist-sponsored 
rallies, parades, and demonstrations in France and in Soviet-controlled countries, 
and has contributed to the success of such enterprises by appearing as a guest 
artist.) 

That Kathryn Pankey is under her husband’s domination. 

That in 1946 she registered as an affiliate of the American Labor Party and 
continued her registration with that party in New York for several years, in an 
area where the American Labor Party was under Communist domination and 
control, and at a time after it had been publicly stated that the American Labor 
Party was Communist-dominated. 

Mr. Waldman, did Mrs. Pankey refuse to testify before the Board? 
Mr. Waldman. She refused to testify, and on August 31, 1954, an 
adverse determination was filed. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did she subsequently leave the employment of 

UNESCO? 

Mr. Waldman. She did. 

(The summary of the case history of Kathryn Pankey was marked 
“Exhibit No. 374,” and reads as follows:) 

Exhibit No. 374 
Kathryn Pankey 

Mrs. Kathryn Pankey was born at Mobile, Ala. Her date of birth is unde- 
termined inasmuch as investigation reflected various dates of birth as follows: 
December 16, 1904, December 16, 1902, and February 16, 1902. 

Mrs. Pankey attended Maniemit School, Pawling, N. Y., in 1935 ; Bard College, 
Annandale-on-Hudson, N. Y., in 1935 and 1936; and Katherine Gibbs School, 
New York, N. Y., in 1921 and 1922. 
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She married Robert L. Sieving at Yonkers, N. Y., on August 10, 1927, and ob- 
tained a divorce from him on January 20, 1945, at Reno, Nev. She married 
Aubrey Pankey at New York, N. Y., on April 22, 1945. 

During her adult life she has been employed as secretary and publicity agent 
with various organizations in the New York City area. She has resided in the 
New York City area since 1943 with the exception of periods in 1947 and 1949 
when she accompanied her husband on concert tours abroad. She returned to 
Europe in early 1951 and has remained abroad since. 

Mrs. Pankey was employed at the United Nations Educational, Scientific and 
Cultural Organization in Paris, France, about May 1952. Her employment 
was terminated on June 20, 1955. 

Mrs. Pankey failed to fill out the Executive Order 10422 forms on the grounds 
that she considered such a violation of her own personal rights and her rights 
as an international civil servant. However, appropriate investigation of her 
was initiated by the Department of State, on March 31, 1953. 

An interrogatory was issued by the International Organizations Employees 
Loyalty Board to the employee on March 8, 1954, in care of the United Nations 
Educational, Scientific and Cultural Organization, Paris, France; and a followup 
letter was sent on April 15, 1954. No reply was received to either of these letters. 

A hearing was scheduled for July 13, 1954, at Paris, France. Mrs. Pankey 
did not appear at the hearing. However, she did acknowledge receipt of the in- 
vitation to appear, by letter of July 9, 1954, in which she stated; “I am sure you 
are aware that from the outset of this investigation, in February 1953, I have re- 
frained from participation for reasons of principle * * *. Accordingly I wish 
to advise you that I am unable to accept your invitation to appear.” 

An adverse advisory determination was made by the International Organiza- 
tions Employees Loyalty Board on August 31, 1954 and was forwarded to the 
Secretary of State for transmission to the Director General of UNESCO. This 
determination was forwarded by the Department of State on September 3, 1954, 

Mr. Sourwine. Did the Board consider the case of Miss Helene 
Julie V an Gelder ? 

Mr. TValdman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Chairman, reports of the investigation in the 
case of Miss Helene Julie Van Gelder contained information from 
various sources to the following effect : 

That she was an active member of the Washington Bookshop, which has been 
designated as an organization under the domination and control of the Com- 
munist Party. 

That she claimed at one time to have been employed by the Daily Worker, 
an organ of the Communist Party in New York. 

That she was afiiliated with a branch of a political party in 1946 which had 
been unde]* the control and domination of the Communist Party since 1944 (Amer- 
ican Labor Party, New York County or Brooklyn branch). 

That she is a Communist sympathizer and apologist of the Soviet Union; 
that she attended language classes at the American-Russian Institute, an 
organization cited as subversive by the Attorney General. 

Did Miss Van Gelder refuse to appear before the Board? 

Mr. W aldman. She refused to appear, although every facility was 
offered her, and on September 16, 1954, there was an adverse determina- 
tion. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did she subsequently cease to be emploved bv 

UNESCO? v ‘ 

Mr. Wald max. Yes; she was terminated. 

(The summary of the case history of Helene Julie Van Gelder was 
marked “Exhibit No. 375,” and reads as follows:) 

Exhibit No. 375 

HELENE JULIE VAN GELDER 

Miss Helene Julie Van Gelder was born November 9, 1907, at New York, N. Y. 
She attended Columbia University, New York, N. Y., taking one night class during 
the years 1926-27. 
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Miss Van Gelder indicated the following employments on her identification 
and personnel data form : 

192 6- July 1927 : F. Friedman Diamond Trading Co., New York, N. Y. 

Fall 1927-April 1930: National City Bank of New York, Brussels, Bel- 
gium. 

May 1930-June 1934: Bank of International Settlements, Basel, Switzer- 
land. 

Three months in fall of 1934, a Scotsman importing dress lengths (vaguely 
recalls name as “McGregor”), Montevideo, Uruguay. 

1935-October 1936 : William Cooper & Nephews, Ltd., Montevideo, Uruguay. 

Few weeks at the end of 1936: National City Bank of New York, Brussels, 
Belgium. 

End of 1936-October 1940 : American Embassy, Brussels, Belgium. 

End of 1940 to end of 1944: Belgian Embassy, New York, N. Y., and 
Washington, D. C. 

Beginning 1945-May 18, 194S : Agence France Presse, Washington, D. C., 
and New York, N. Y. 

July 1948-June 20, 1955: United Nations Educational, Scientific, and Cul- 
tural Organization, Paris, France, in a secretarial capacity. 

An interrogatory was issued to Miss Van Gelder by the International Organi- 
zations Employees Loyalty Board on February S, 1954, and her reply thereto was 
received by the Board on March 10, 1954. 

A hearing was scheduled for July 22, 1954, at Paris, France. In a telephone 
conversation with a representative of the International Organizations Employees 
Loyalty Board on the morning of July 21, 1954, Miss Van Gelder advised that 
she did not intend to appear at the hearing. By letter of July 22, 1954, she con 
firmed her telephone call of July 21 that she did not intend to appear for a 
hearing, stating, “I feel that, having replied to the written questionnaire and 
interrogatory submitted to me, I have provided all the facts, information, and 
answers I know and that, consequently, with all the data already on record, 
there is nothing further I could add.” 

An adverse advisory determination was made by the International Organiza- 
tions Employees Loyalty Board on September 16, 1954, and was forwarded to 
the Secretary of State for transmission to the Director General of UNESCO. 
This determination was forwarded by the Department of State on September 21, 
1954. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did the Board consider the case of Mrs. Irene 
Annette Wilcox ? 

Mr. Waldman. It did, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Chairman, reports of the investigation in the 
case of Mrs. Irene Annette Wilcox contained information from vari- 
ous sources to the following effect : 

That prior to June 1942 for quite some time her residence in New York was 
a station for Communists entering and leaving the city. 

That one of those who resided in the house with the employee was an Italian 
national who was the chief of the Italian Communist underground in European 
countries and one of the indefatigable builders of the Communist Party in Italy. 

That the employee procured the release of this Communist when he was de- 
tained for illegal entry in the United States. 

That she was the one who put up the bond for him to get in here in the first 
place. 

That from 1940 through 1945 she worked as a research worker for a library 
owned by an alleged Communist Party member, most of whose employees were 
also Communist Party members. 

That as recently as 1944 she was a member of the Sacco-Vanzetti Club of the 
Communist Political Association in New York. 

That in 1940 she registered as an affiliate of the American Labor Party and 
continued in the section which was later described as under Communist domi- 
nation and control, and that she continued that registration for several years 
after its exposure as a Communist organization. 

That the man to whom she was married from June 1935 to May 1940 was 
registered as an affiliate of the Communist Party in 1936. 

That the man to whom she was married from February 1943 until x\pril 1945 
was also a member of the Sacco-Vanzetti Club of the Communist Political Asso- 
ciation in New York, as recently as June of 1944, and had previously registered 
in Spain for the Communist Party. 
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That, since going to Paris, she has been closely associated with and is an 
influential member of a group of American citizens who are alleged to be 
Communists. 

Did Mrs. Irene Annette Wilcox refuse to appear before the Board? 

Mr. Waldman. She refused to appear, did not appear, and on Sep- 
tember 3, 1954, an advisory determination was filed. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did she subsequently cease to be employed by 

UNESCO? 

Mr. Waldman. That is true. 

(The summary of the case history of Irene Annette Wilcox was 
marked “Exhibit No. 376,” and reads as follows:) 

Exhibit No. 376 
Irene Annette Wilcox 

Irene Annette Wilcox was born August 17, 1907, at Brooklyn, N. Y. She went 
to high school in Brooklyn, N. Y., from 1921 to 1922, and attended the Pratt In- 
stitute, School of Fine and Applied Arts, Brooklyn, N. Y., from 1925 to 1928. 

At the time of the investigation, the employee was single. However, former 
husbands were listed as Bussell Englis Melcher, Stephen Britten Runyon, and 
Lee Simon, all deceased. 

During her adult life, Miss Wilcox has been employed as a copywriter with 
various firms in the New York City area. She has been employed as a program 
specialist with the United Nations Educational, Scientific, and Cultural Organi- 
zation, such employment beginning January 1950. Her employment with 
UNESCO was terminated December 31, 1954. 

Executive Order 10422 forms were received by the Office of International 
Administration on February 20, 1953, and the appropriate investigation was 
initiated on that date. 

An interrogatory was issued by the International Organizations Employees 
Loyalty Board on February 15, 1954, and a followup letter was sent to the 
employee on April 15, 1954. Miss Wilcox acknowledged receipt of the inter- 
rogatory and the Board’s letter of April 15, 1954, by letter dated April 30, 1954, 
received by the Board on May 3, 1954. In the letter of April 30, 1954, Miss Wilcox 
advised that “I find it incompatible with my status as an international civil 
servant employed by UNESCO” to reply to the interrogatory. 

A hearing was scheduled for July 16, 1954 .at Paris, France. Miss Wilcox, 
by letter dated July 14, 1954, acknowledged the Board’s invitation to appear at 
the hearing and stated, “As you know, earlier this year I declined to reply 
to an interrogatory which you sent me. For the same reasons of conscience 
and principles, both as an American citizen and as an international civil servant, 
I must once again decline.” 

An adverse advisory determination was made by the International Organiza- 
tions Employees Loyalty Board on September 3, 1954, and was forwarded to 
the Secretary of State for transmission to the Director General of UNESCO. 
This determination was forwarded by the Department of State on September 
8, 1954. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Chairman, all of these UNESCO people who 
were dismissed following the receipt of advisories from the Board 
were subsequently ordered reinstated, or in the alternative, ordered to 
receive large payments of indemnity. 

Is that correct, Mr. Waldman ? 

Mr. Waitoian. That is correct. 

Mr. Sourwine. The reinstatement contains this statement, that a 
charge of disloyalty to one member government is not necessarily in- 
consistent with the standards of integrity required of employees of 
United Nations organizations. 

I have here the New York Times story with regard to the order, with 
the Geneva dateline. I ask that this go into the record at this point. 

Senator Johnston. It may become a part of the record. 
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(The New York Times article referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 
377,” and reads as follows :) 

Exhibit No. 377 
[New York Times, October 30, 1955] 

U. N. Court Bids UNESCO Reinstate Four United States ‘‘Risks’* 
Special to the New York Times 

Geneva, October 29. — The United Nations’ highest administrative tribunal or- 
dered the United Nations Educational, Scientific, and Cultural Organization today 
to reinstate four Americans discharged for failure to cooperate with United 
States Loyalty Board investigations. 

Failing reinstatement, the tribunal ordered UNESCO to pay each former em- 
ployee 2 years’ salary and the costs incurred in the legal proceedings leading up 
to today’s decision. The indemnities totaled the equivalent of more than $30,000. 

The tribunal thus recognized that it had no power to enforce its reinstatement 
order. It does have the power, however, under the General Assembly resolution 
establishing the tribunal to force UNESCO to pay the indemnities. 

The persons involved were Mrs. Kathryn Bernstein, Mrs. Kathryn Pankey, 
Miss Ruth Froma, and Miss Helene Van Gelder. All had refused to appear be- 
fore a United States loyalty board, which met in Paris to review the records of 
employees of international organizations against whom some derogatory infor- 
mation had been filed. 

In each case, the United States subsequently informed Dr. Luther H. Evans, 
Director General of UNESCO, that there was reasonable doubt as to the loyalty 
of the employee in question to the United States Government. 

On the basis of these reports, the Director General refused to renew the 
Bernstein appointment and discharged the three other employees. He based his 
action in the Bernstein case on his authority to use his discretion with respect 
to renewing fixed-term appointments. 

In the other cases, in which the appointments were of indeterminate dura- 
tion, he based it on the staff regulations of the organization. One section makes 
failure to “conduct themselves at all times in a manner benefiting their status 
as international civil servants” grounds for discharge. 

The tribunal found that the Director General himself had put the Bernstein 
case in the same category as the others by issuing a press release indicating that 
the grounds for nonrenewal were Mrs. Bernstein’s refusal to appear before the 
loyalty board. The tribunal ruled that by giving the reasons for his action 
he in effect had waived the right to assert that it was merely to exercise his 
discretion. 

The four decisions constitute a thorough examination and complete rejection 
of the principle that “disloyalty” to one member government is necessarily in- 
consistent with the “standards of integrity” required of employees of United 
Nations organizations. 

RULING OF TRIBUNAL 

The tribunal found that both in the case of Mrs. Bernstein, who held an 
appointment that automatically ended on February 14, 1955, and in the three 
other cases the Director General of UNESCO had exceeded his powers. 

“The Director General cannot disassociate himself with the execution of the 
policy of the government authorities of any state member without disregarding 
the obligations imposed on all international officials without distinction and, 
in consequence, without misusing the authority which has been conferred upon 
him solely for the purpose of directing that organization toward the achieve- 
ment of its own, exclusively international, objectives,” the tribunal said. 

The tribunal declared that the attitude of the employees toward the United 
States Loyalty Board “in no way justifies the existence of serious doubts as to 
[their] integrity, judgment, and loyalty toward the defendant organization.* 1 

In the Bernstein case, the court went even further in this direction by 
ruling that even if the facts showed that an employee had been engaged in 
“militant political activities” prior to his joining an international organization, 
such facts were “irrelevant.” Only “criminal or dishonorable acts” from an 
employee’s past record should be considered, the tribunal said. 

In all four decisions, the tribunal included a paragraph noting that if a 
Director General were upheld in dismissing these American employees he would 
be obliged to consider the act a precedent. Then, the tribunal said, he would 
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have to apply the same rule to all employees and discharge any employee 
to whom a national government objected. 

The indemnities amount to about $7,400 in the case of Mrs. Bernstein, about 
$6,400 to Miss Van Gelder, $10,SOO to Miss Froma, and $1,600 to Mrs. Pankey. 
In each case, the court awarded $600 in costs and 4 percent interest on the in- 
demnities from June 20, 1955. 

The members of the court were Albert Deveze, of Belgium, president; Jonkheer 
van Rijckevorsel and Iasson Stavroplilous. 

Mr. Sourwine. The decision, Mr. Chairman, contained this state- 
ment ; 

Loyalty toward a state is entirely different from the idea of integrity of the 
body of the staff regulations and rules of UNESCO. 

I will ask you, Mr. Waldman — you heard the testimony of the pre- 
vious witness with regard to nationals of other countries holding the 
interests of their countries very close to their hearts — you did hear 
that testimony? 

Mr. Waldman. Yes. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you feel there is anything incompatible with 
service on an international organization, as an employee of an inter- 
national organization, with being loyal to the Government of the 
United States or the government of the country of which the em- 
ployee is a national ? 

Mr. Waldman. I can be loyal to the United States and be a good 
international civil servant. 

Mr. Sourwine. That is the whole basis of the program that is the 
justification of the Executive order under which this program is 
operated, is it not ? 

Mr. Waldman. That is right. 

But as I see it, it is the desire of the United States to make as 
certain as possible that its citizens are loyal. And I think that there 
is a side of this program which perhaps has been overlooked, at least 
not emphasized. And that is, it is a good thing to know that, out 
of the thousands of people who work there, that the vast majority 
of them could stand up to a loyalty or security check and come, 
through it all right. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Chairman, I have here the texts of the orders of 
the International Labor Organization administrative tribunal which 
ordered the payment of large sums to the individuals in question. X 
would like to ask that these" decisions be printed in the record at this 
point. 

We are a little late, but I think we are making here the first and 
probably the only complete chronological record in this case, and it 
would be well if they were ordered in there. 

Senator Johnston. This will be ordered in the record. 


SCOPE OF SOVIET ACTIVITY IN THE UNITED STATES 2159 


The decisions referred to were marked “Exhibits Nos. 378” and 
37S-A through F, and reads as follows:) 

Exhibit No. 378 
[Unofficial translation] 

INTERNATIONAL LABOUR ORGANISATION 
Administrative Tribunal 
Judgment No. 21 

FIFTH ORDINARY SESSION (PART H) , OCTOBER 1955 

Sitting of 29 October 1955 

In the Matter of Mrs. Kathryn Bernstein Against United Nations 
Educational, Scientific, and Cultural Organisation 

The Administrative Tribunal of the International Labour Organisation, 

Having had referred to it a complaint submitted against the United Nations 
Educational, Scientific, and Cultural Organisation on 28 June 1955 by Mrs. 
Kathryn Bernstein, a former official of that Organisation^ asking that the 
Tribunal be pleased to rescind the decision of IS February 1955 and to enjoin the 
Director General to renew her contract for an indefinite period, or in default of 
reinstatement to pay to the complainant by way of damages a global sum equiva- 
lent to three years gross salary, namely, 4,665,000 French francs, together with 
interest at 4 per centum from the date of termination until payment of the said 
damages, 

Considering the memorandum of reply to the said complaint submitted by the 
defendant Organization on 22 July 1955 ; 

Having had referred to it a statement submitted in his own name on 3 October 
1955 by M. Pierre Henquet, Chairman of the Staff Association of UNESCO ; 

Considering the pleadings exchanged by the representatives of the parties 
during the hearing ; 

Considering that the complaint is receivable in form ; 

Considering that the facts of the case are the following : 

(1) The complainant took up her duties with the defendant Organization in 
August 1951 ; 

(2) At the time when the decision complained of was taken the complainant 
was the holder of a contract of one year’s duration expiring on 14 February 1955 ; 

(3) In February 1953 the complainant received from the representative of the 
United States to the defendant Organisation a questionnaire to be completed and 
returned in application of “Executive Order No. 10,422 of the President of the 
United States dated 9 January 1953 prescribing procedures for making available 
to the Secretary General of the United Nations certain information concerning 
United States citizens employed or being considered for employment on the Sec- 
retariat of the United Nations,” whose provisions apply to the defendant Organi- 
sation by virtue of Part III of the Order in question ; the complainant answered 
this questionnaire ; 

(4) In March 1954 the complainant received an interrogatory from the Inter- 
national Organisations Employees Loyalty Board of the United States Civil 
Service Commission set up by Executive Order No. 10,459 of 2 June 1953 amend- 
ing Executive Order No. 10,422 of 9 January 1953, interrogatory to which the 
complainant did not, however, reply ; 

(5) In June 1954 the complainant received an invitation to appear as from 
9 July 1954 before the Loyalty Board meeting at the United States Embassy 
in Paris ; 

(6) By letter dated 13 July 1954 the complainant informed the Director 
General of the reasons of conscience on which she based her refusal to appear ; 

(7) By letter dated 13 August 1954 the Chief of the Bureau of Personnel and 
Management recalled to the complainant that her appointment would expire on 
14 February 1955 and informed her that she would not be offered a new contract. 
By letter dated 30 August 1954 the Director General confirmed the above, stating 
inter alia: 

“* * * In the light of what I believe to be your duty to the Organization, I have 
considered very carefully your reasons for not appearing before the International 
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Employees Loyalty Board where you would have had an opportunity of dispelling 
suspicions and disproving allegations which may exist regarding you. 

“It is with a deep sense of my responsibilities that I have come to the conclusion 
that I cannot accept your conduct as being consistent with the high standards of 
integrity which are required of those employed by the Organization, 

“I have, therefore, to my regret, to inform you that I shall not offer you a 
further appointment when your present appointment expires * * *.” 

(8) By letter dated 31 August 1954 the complainant requested the Director 
General to reconsider his decision ; 

(9) The Chief of the Bureau of Personnel and Management informed the 
complainant in a letter dated 7 September 1954 of the Director General’s refusal 
to do so ; 

(10) By a letter of 10 September 1954 the Director General received a com- 
munication of the report of the Loyalty Board (advisory determination), in 
which it was stated : 

“It has been determined on all the evidence, that there is a reasonable doubt 
as to the loyalty of Kathryn Bernstein to the Government of the United States” 
and that “this determination, together with the reasons therefor, in as much 
detail as security considerations permit, are submitted for your use in exercising 
your rights and duties with respect to the integrity of the personnel employed by 
the United Nations Educational, Scientific, and Cultural Organization” ; 

(11) On 23 September 1954 the complainant submitted an appeal to the 
UNESCO Appeals Board asking that the above-mentioned decision should be 
rescinded. 

(12) On 11 February 1955 the Appeals Board by a majority expressed the 
opinion that the decision should be rescinded. 

(13) By a letter dated 18 February 1955 the Director General of UNESCO 
informed the Chairman of the Appeals Board that he could not act in accord- 
ance with this opinion. 

(14) The complainant having been transferred to hospital on 11 February 
1955 consequently could not take cognizance of the foregoing decision until 
leaving hospital on 28 March 1955 ; 

(15) Before the Appeals Board had taken its decision the Director General, on 
28 September 1954, set up a Special Advisory Board consisting of members of 
the staff whose task was to “to examine the cases of certain staff members on the 
basis of certain information which has been brought to the knowledge of the 
Director General and in the light of the standards of employment and conduct 
prescribed by the Constitution and Staff Regulations” ; 

(16) By reason of her ill health the complainant was not questioned by the 
Advisory Board at a sitting, but by the Chief of the Bureau of Personnel and 
Management ; 

(17) On 10 December 1954 the complainant was placed on special leave. The 
complainant having brought a further appeal against this decision before the 
UNESCO Appeals Board, the said Appeals Board on 8 June 1955 stated the 
opinion that the said decision should be withdrawn, the Director General on 
24 June 1954 rejected this advice. The complainant notified the Tribunal that 
in view of her termination she did not intend to formally appeal to the Tribunal 
against this second final decision, but she requested that this factor be taken 
into consideration as an issue of moral prejudice ; 

On receiv ability : 

Considering that whereas the complaint was not submitted within the period 
of time of 90 days provided in the Regulations running from the date on which 
the decision impugned was taken (18 February 1955), such was due to the 
transfer of the complainant to hospital on 11 February 1955 ; 

That whereas the complainant could only take cognizance of this decision at 
the conclusion of her hospitalization, namely, 2S March 1955, she brought her 
complaint in due form within ninety days from that date ; 

Considering furthermore that the defendant Organization does not take issue 
against these facts and does not plead nonreceivability following the late notifi- 
cation of the complaint; 

Considering that the delay is clearly due to vis major and that, besides, the 
complainant fulfilled the requirements of the ninety-day period from the time 
that it was physically possible for her to introduce an appeal ; 

That under these circumstances the complaint must therefore be considered 
as receivable. 

On competence: 
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Considering that the character of a fixed-term appointment is in no way that 
of a probationary appointment, that is to say of a trial appointment ; 

That while it is the case that UNESCO Staff Rule 104.G issued in application 
of the Staff Regulations stipulates that : “A fixed-term appointment shall expire, 
without notice or indemnity, upon completion of the fixed term * * this text 
only deals with the duration of the appointment and in no way bars the Tribunal 
from being seized of a complaint requesting the examination of the validity of 
the positive or negative decision taken regarding the renewal of the said 
appointment ; 

That it is established in the case that the Director General by a general meas- 
ure, of which the whole staff was informed on G July 1954, indicated that staff 
in the general service category who had given satisfactory service and whose 
services were required would receive an indefinite appointment unless otherwise 
provided in their terms of appointment. 

That the complainant, having been made the object of an exception to this 
general measure, holds that the Director General could not legitimately thus 
make an exception of her on the sole ground which he invoked against her as 
justification for the view that she did not possess the quality of integrity recog- 
nised in those of her colleagues whose contracts had been renewed, and in the 
absence of any contestation of her qualities of competence and efficiency ; 

That the complainant requests that this decision be rescinded and, alterna- 
tively, that an indemnity be granted : 

Considering that the question is thus a dispute concerning the interpretation 
and application of the Staff Regulations and Rules of the defendant Organisa- 
tion ; 

That by virtue of Article II, paragraph 1, of its Statute, and In accordance 
with the precedents established by the Tribunal in Judgments Nos. 17, IS, and 
19 dated 2G April 1955, the Tribunal is competent to hear the said dispute; 

Ox THE SUBSTANCE : 

Considering that the facts in the case are similar the Tribunal considers 
itself bound to follow the precedents established in the above-mentioned Judg- 
ments Nos. 17, 18, and 19 ; 

A. Considering that the defendant Organisation holds that the renewal or 
the nonrenewal of a fixed-term appointment depends entirely on the personal 
and sovereign discretion of the Director General who is not even required to give 
his reason therefor ; 

Considering that if this were to be so, any unmotivated decision would not be 
subject to the general legal review which is vested in the Tribunal, and would 
be liable to become arbitrary ; 

Considering that, in fact, it may be conceived that this might exceptionally 
be the case when, for example, it is a matter of assessing the technical suitability 
of the person concerned for carrying out his duties ; 

Considering, however, that in this matter the question does not affect the 
issue inasmuch as the Director General has not only given the reason for the 
decision taken by him but has also made it public in a communique issued to the 
press ; 

That this reason is based solely on the refusal of the complainant to cooperate 
in the measures of investigation provided in respect of certain of its nationals 
by the Government of the State of which she is a citizen, and in particular on her 
refusal to appear before a commission invested by that Government with the 
power to investigate her loyalty to that State : 

That the Director General declares that he concludes from this that he can 
no longer retain his confidence in the complainant and offer her a new appoint- 
ment, her attitude being incompatible with the high standards of integrity 
required of those who are employed by the Organisation and being, further- 
more, capable of harming the interests of the Organisation ; 

Considering in relation hereto that it is necessary expressly to reject all un- 
certainty and confusion as to the meaning of the expression ‘‘loyalty towards a 
State' 5 which is entirely different from the idea of “integrity” as embodied in the 
Staff Regulations and Rules; and that this is evident and requires no further 
proof ; 

B. Considering that if the Director General is granted authority not to renew 
a fixed-term appointment and so to do without notice or indemnity, this is clearly 
subject to the implied condition that this authority must be exercised only for 
the good of the service and in the interest of the Organisation ; 

Considering that it is in the light of this principle that the facts in this case 
should be examined ; 
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Considering that Article 1.4 of the Staff Regulations of the defendant Organ- 
isation, as it stood at the moment when the complainant was notified that her 
appointment would not be renewed, was as follows: 

“Members of the Secretariat shall conduct themselves at all times in a manner 
consonant with the good repute and high purposes of the Organization and their 
status as international civil servants. They shall not engage in any activity 
that is incompatible with the proper discharge of their duties. They shall avoid 
any action, and in particular any kind of public pronouncement, which would 
adversely reflect upon their status. While they are not expected to give up 
religious or political convictions or national sentiment, they shall at all times 
exercise the reserve and tact incumbent upon them by reason of their inter- 
national responsibilities.” 

Considering that, in thus clearly establishing the entire freedom of conscience 
recognised to international officials in respect of both their philosophical con- 
victions and their political opinions, the Regulations impose on them the duty 
to abstain from all acts capable of being interpreted as associating them with 
propaganda or militant proselytism in any sense whatever: 

That this abstention is rigorously imposed on them by the overriding interest 
of the international organisation to which they owe their loyalty and devotion; 

C. Considering that, when consulted by the Staff Association of the defendant 
Organization on the obligation incumbent on members of the staff to reply to 
questionnaires issued by authorities of their respective countries, the Director 
General declared that the answer must depend only on the conscience of the 
individual, except that he should not lie and should have regard to the conse- 
quences which the refusal to reply might have for him. 

Considering; however, that in respect of the invitation to appear before the 
Royalty Board, it is established that the complainant simply informed the Direc- 
tor General after the date on which she had been called on to appear, of her 
decision not to appear ; 

Considering that it is desirable to determine whether the attitude adopted by 
the complainant in this respect may be considered as justifying the loss of 
confidence alleged by the Director General ; 

D. Considering that it is undoubtedly true that if the Director General has 
been informed that a member of his staff has acted in a manner prohibited by 
Article 1.4 of the Staff Regulations, the Director General has a duty to check 
the accuracy of such information either himself or through persons appointed 
by him from within his Organisation, in order that he may take decisions or 
even sanctions, if necessary, in the full knowledge of the facts : 

That in this light the enquiry procedure within the Secretariat to which 
the Director General resorted in the present case in full exercise of his authority 
can in no sense be subject to criticism; that it is in accordance with the 
undertaking made with the State Member concerned under arrangements ap- 
proved by the Executive Board and General Conference of the defendant 
Organization ; that this was solely an undertaking that any information which 
the Government of the State concerned might desire to submit to the Director 
General would “be studied with care” and that he would “certainly give every 
consideration to it, in the light of the Constitution of UNESCO and all other 
relevant provisions and policies which may have been or may be laid down by 
the appropriate organs of UNESCO” ; 

Considering that it is quite different when the ground for complaint of the 
Director General is based solely on the refusal of the official to participate 
in measures of verbal or written enquiry to which his national Government 
considers it necessary to subject him ; 

That the Director General of an international organization cannot associate 
himself with the execution of the policy of the government authorities of any 
State Member without disregarding the obligations imposed on all international 
officials without distinction and, in consequence, without misusing the authority 
which has been conferred on him solely for the purpose of directing that organi- 
zation toward the achievement of its own, exclusively international, objectives ; 

That this duty of the Director General is governed by Article VI, para- 
graph 5, of the Constitution of the defendant Organization, in the following 
terms : 

“The responsibilities of the Director General and of the staff shall be ex- 
clusively international in character. In the discharge of their duties they 
shall not seek or receive instructions from any Government or from any 
authority external to the Organization. They shall refrain from any action 
which might prejudice their position as international officials. Each State 
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Member of the Organization undertakes to respect the international character 
of the responsibilities of the Director General and the staff, and not to seek 
to influence them in the discharge of their duties.” 

Considering that the fact that in this case the matter involved is an accusa- 
tion of disloyalty brought by a Government which enjoys in all respects the 
highest prestige, must be without any influence upon the consideration of the 
facts in the case and the determination of the principles whose respect the 
Tribunal must ensure ; 

That it will suffice to realize that if any one of the seventy-four States and 
Governments involved in the defendant Organization brought against an official, 
one of its citizens, an accusation of disloyalty and claimed to subject him to an 
enquiry in similar or analogous conditions, the attitude adopted by the Director 
General would constitute a precedent obliging him to lend his assistance to 
such enquiry and, moreover, to invoke the same disciplinary or statutory conse- 
quences, the same withdrawal of confidence, on the basis of any opposal by 
the person concerned to the action of his national Government ; 

That if this were to be the case there would result from all international 
officials, in matters touching on conscience, a state of uncertainty and insecurity 
prejudicial to the performance of their duties and liable to provoke disturbances 
in the international administration such as cannot be imagined to have been 
in the intention of those who drew up the Constitution of the defendant 
Organisation ; 

Considering therefore that the only ground for complaint adduced by the 
Director General to justify the application to the complainant of an exception 
to the general rule of renewal of appointments, that is to say her opposal to the 
investigations of her own Government, is entirely unjustified ; 

Considering that it is in vain that it is alleged that the terms of renewal set 
forth in the Director General’s circular of July 6, 1954, provide that the services 
of the person concerned must be needed ; that this expression cannot mean that 
the person concerned must be irreplaceable, in that no successor can be found ; 
that it means only that the requirements of the service to which the person con- 
cerned is assigned must be permanent and that the said person must give full 
satisfaction therein and otherwise in all manner in the performance of Ills or 
her duties; that on this last point the appreciations contained in the annual 
reports of the complainant are entirely laudatory ; 

Considering that it results therefrom that the decision taken must be rescinded, 
but that nevertheless the Tribunal does not have the power to order the renewal 
of a fixed-term appointment, which requires a positive act of the Director 
General over whom the Tribunal has no hierarchical authority; 

That in the absence of such a power and unless the Director General should 
consider himself in a position to reconsider his decision in this manner, the 
Tribunal is nonetheless competent to order equitable reparation of the damage 
suffered by the complainant by reason of the discriminatory treatment of which 
she was the object ; 

F. Considering that it results from the documents produced by the parties 
during the hearing that the enquiry made by order of the Director General 
himself within the defendant Organisation, the legitimate and regular character 
of which has been shown above, did not bring any evidence to show that the 
complainant failed in her duties, as defined in Article 1.4 of the Regulations, 
during the period that she was an official of the defendant Organisation; 

That this Special Board considered that it could find no evidence either in 
the reports of the Loyalty Board or as a result of its own enquiries that the 
complainant, during her employment in the Secretariat of the defendant Organi- 
sation, had engaged in or was engaging in activities that could be shown to 
constitute misconduct under the terms of the Staff Regulations and Rules; 

Considering that it is irrelevant to seek whether or not the complainant was 
engaged in militant political activities before being appointed to the interna- 
tional service and at a time when she was not bound by the obligations involved 
in joining this service, unless it has been proved that she had been guilty 
of dishonourable or criminal acts (actes deshonorants ou criminels) ; 

That any accusation of this nature could only be admitted if drawn up both in 
due form and with all the precision required to ensure respect for the right of the 
accused person to defend herself, 

That it is not so in this case; 

Considering that it has been shown above that the attitude of the complaint 
toward the Loyalty Board in no way justifies the existence of serious doubts as to 
her integrity, judgment, and loyalty towards the defendant Organisation ; 
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That it does not therefore appear that the complainant placed her own interests 
above the true interest of the Organisation, which interest consists above all in 
safeguarding erya omnes its independence and impartiality ; 

On prejudice 

Considering that an official who combines all the necessary qualities has a 
legitimate expectancy of being offered a new appointment in the position which 
he or she occupied, and that this expectancy was fulfilled for all the persons 
concerned, with the exception of a certain number, of whom the complainant; 

That not only is such an almost absolute quod plerumque fit but also that in 
thus acting the Administration of the defendant Organisation has as its objective 
to create a permanent body of officials experienced in their duties, who are 
destined to follow a career in the Organisation concerned ; 

That the decision not to renew tlie appointment is one which should not only be 
rescinded in the present case, but also constitutes a wrongful exercise of powers 
and in abuse of rights which consequently involves the obligation to make good 
the prejudice resulting therefrom; that this prejudice was aggravated by the 
publicity given to the withdrawal of confidence as being due to lack of integrity, 
this ground having been given in a press communique issued by the defendant 
Organisation, without it being possible seriously to maintain the view that there 
could have existed the slightest doubt as to the identity of the persons to which 
the said communique referred ; 

Considering that it is to no purpose that they have been reproached with 
having communicated the measures of which they were the object of the Staff 
Association recognised by the defendant Organisation, as the upshot of a pro- 
cedure to which the said Association was a party with the knowledge and consent 
of the Director-General himself ; 

Considering that should the defendant Organisation not rescind the decision 
taken, there should be ordered the payment of damages in order to compensate 
the complainant for material and moral prejudice caused to her by the exception 
of which she was the object ; 

That in evaluating such prejudice account may not be taken, as the complainant 
requests, of her placing on special leave with salary on 10 December 1954, the 
Director General having the right within his powers to take such a measure, and 
which may not be considered in the circumstances as having increased the 
prejudice suffered ; 

That the state of health of the complainant may also not be taken into con- 
sideration since it is not possible for the Tribunal to determine in what measure 
her state of health, which was previously delicate, may have been aggravated by 
the measures taken against her, and since in any case she is at present enjoying 
the entitlements of the Sickness Fund and continues to have the right to an 
eventual invalidity benefit ; 

On the grounds as aforesaid 

The tribunal. 

Rejecting any wider or contrary conclusions, 

Declares the complaint to be receivable as to form ; 

Declares that it is competent; 

Orders the decision taken to be rescinded and declares in law that it consti- 
tutes an abuse of rights causing prejudice to the complainant; 

In consequence, should the defendant not reconsider the decision taken and 
renew the complainant’s appointment, orders the said defendant to pay to the 
complainant a sum equal to two years’ net salary, excluding nonresident’s allow- 
ance, that is to say 2,000,000 French francs, together with interest at 4 per 
centum from 15 February 1955 ; 

Orders the defendant Organisation to pay to the complainant the sum of $300 
by way of participation in the costs of her defence ; 

Pronouncing on the application to intervene made by 3VL Henquet ; 

Considering that such intervention is receivable in so far as it is made by M. 
Ilenquet in his own name ; 

That in this instance the fact that the intervener holds an indeterminate 
appointment and not a fixed-term appointment does not prevent the present 
dispute from bearing on principles applicable to the legal position of the whole 
staff ; 

Considering that the intervener is however entitled to bring into issue solely 
his own interest in the case ; 

Considering that the intervention is founded only in so far as recognized by 
this judgment ; 
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Orders the defendant Organisation to bear the expenses for which justification 
is provided by the intervener up to a maximum of $40. 

In witnesses of which judgment, pronounced at the Palais des Nations, Geneva, 
in public sitting on 29 October 1955, by his Excellency M. Albert Deveze, President 
Jonklieer van Rijckevorsel, Judge, Acting Vice President, and M. Iasson Stavro- 
poulos, Deputv Judge called upon to sit owing to the inability of a titular judge 
to attend, the* aforementioned have hereunto subscribed their signatures as well 
as rnvself, Wolf, Registrar of the Tribunal. 

Albert Deveze. 

A van Rijckevorsel. 

Iasson Stavropoulos. 

Francis Wolf. 


Exhibit No. 37S-A 
[Unofficial translation] 
International Labour Organisation 
Administrative Tribunal 
Judgment No. 17 

ORDINARY SESSION OF APRIL 1955 

Sitting of 2G April 1955 


In the Matter of Mr. Peter Duberg Against United Nations Educational, 
Scientific, and Cultural Organisation 

The Administrative Tribunal of the International Labour Organisation, 

Haviug had referred to it a complaint submitted against the United Nations 
Educational, Scientific and Cultural Organisation on 5 February 1955 by Mr. 
Peter Duberg, an official of that Organisation, asking that the Tribunal be 
pleased to rescind the decision taken by the Director General on 13 August 1954 
and to enjoin the Director General to renew the contract of the complainant and 
to pay him the sum of one franc in respect of damages and legal costs ; 

Considering the memorandum of reply to the said complaiut submitted by 
the defendant Organisation on 19 March 1955 ; 

Having had referred to it a statement submitted in his own name of 20 April 
1955 by M. Pierre Ilenquet, Chairman of the Staff Association of UNESCO ; 

Considering the pleadings exchanged by the representatives of the parties 
during the hearing and in particular the statement by the complainant that his 
alternative claim for damages would amount to the sum of $07,300; 

Considering that the complaint is receivable in form ; 

Considering that the facts of the case are the following : 

(1) The complainant took up his duties with the defendant Organisation on 
2 June 1949 * 

(2) At the time when the decision complained of was taken, the complainant 
was the holder of a fixed-term contract of one year’s duration expiring on 31 
December 1954 ; 

(3) In February 1953 the complainant received from the representative of 
the United States to the defendant Organisation a questionnaire to be completed 
and returned in application of “Executive Order No. 10,422 of the President of 
the United States dated 9 January 1953 prescribing procedures for making 
available to the Secretary-General of the United Nations certain information 
concerning United States citizens employed or being considered for employment 
on the Secretariat of the United Nations,” whose provisions apply to the de- 
fendant Organisation by virtue of Part III of the Order in question; the com- 
plainant did not answer this questionnaire ; 

(4) In February 1954, the complainant received an interrogatory from the 
International Organisations Employees Loyalty Board of the United States Civil 
Service Commission set up by Executive Order No. 10,459 of 2 June 1953, 
amending Executive Order No. 10,422 of 9 January 1953, interrogatory to which 
the complainant also did not reply ; 

(5) In June 1954, the complainant received an invitation, dated 18 June, to 
appear on 15 July before the Loyalty Board meeting at the United States 
Embassy in Paris ; 


2166 SCOPE OF SOVIET ACTIVITY IN THE UNITED STATES 


(6) By letter dated 13 July 1954, the complainant informed the Director 
General of the reasons of conscience on which he based his refusal to appear; 

(7) By letter dated 13 August 1954, the Director General informed the com- 
plainant that he would not offer him a new contract on the expiry of the 
contract at that time in force. This letter stated, inter alia : 

“* * * In the light of what I believe to be your duty to the Organisation, I 
have considered very carefully your reasons for not appearing before the Interna- 
tional Employees Loyalty Board where you would have had an opportunity of 
dispelling suspicions and disproving allegations which may exist regarding you. 

‘Tt is with a deep sense of my responsibilities that I have come to the conclu- 
sion that I cannot accept your conduct as being consistent with the high standards 
of integrity which are required of those employed by the Organization. 

“I have, therefore, to my regret, to inform you that I shall not offer you a 
further appointment when your present appointment expires * * 

(8) By a letter dated 23 August 1954, the complainant requested the Director 
General to reconsider his decision ; 

(9) The Chief of the Bureau of Personnel and Management informed the com- 
plainant in a letter dated 30 August 1954 of the Director General’s refusal 
to do so ; 

(10) By a letter of 10 September 1954, the Director General received com- 
munication of the report of the Loyalty Board (advisory determination) in 
which it was stated that “it has been determined on all the evidence that there 
is a reasonable doubt as to the loyalty of Norwood Peter Duberg to the Govern- 
ment of the United States” and that “this determination, together with the rea- 
sons therefor, in as much detail as security considerations permit, are submitted 
for your use in exercising your rights and duties with respect to the integrity 
of the personnel employed by the United Nations Educational, Scientific, and 
Cultural Organization” ; 

(11) The complainant was himself informed of the conclusions of the Loyalty 
Board by letter of the Chairman of the Loyalty Board dated 10 September 1954 
and was also informed of the fact that the report of the Loyalty Board had 
been transmitted to the Director General of the defendant Organization ; 

(12) On 23 September 1954 the complainant submitted an appeal to the 
UNESCO Appeals Board asking that the above-mentioned decision should be 
rescinded ; 

(13) On 2 November 1954 the Appeals Board, by a majority opinion, expressed 
the opinion that the decision should be rescinded ; 

(14) By a letter dated 25 November 1954, the Director General informed the 
Chairman of the Appeals Board that he could not act in accordance with this 
opinion ; 

(15) Before the Appeals Board had taken its decision, the Director General 
on 28 September 1954 set up a Special Advisory Board consisting of members 
of the staff, whose task was to “examine the cases of certain staff members on 
the basis of certain information which has been brought to the knowledge of 
the Director General and in the light of the standards of employment and conduct 
prescribed by the Constitution and Staff Regulations”; 

(16) The complainant appeared and explained his position before this Special 
Advisory Board. However, in a letter to the Director General dated 4 October 
1954, he expressed certain reservations to the procedure followed and asked for 
any measures affecting him which might result from this procedure to be 
cancelled ; 

(17) By a letter dated 11 October 1954, the Chief of the Bureau of Personnel 
and Management informed the complainant of the rejection of this request ; 

On competence: 

Considering that the character of a fixed-term appointment is in no way that 
of a probationary appointment, that is to say, of a trial appointment; 

That while it is the case that UNESCO Staff Rule 104.6, issued in application 
of the Staff Regulations, stipulates that “A fixed-term appointment shall expire, 
without notice or indemnity, upon completion of the fixed term * * this next 
only deals with the duration of the appointment and in no way bars the Tribunal 
from being seized of a complaint requesting the examination of the validity of 
the positive or negative decision taken regarding the renewal of the said appoint- 
ment ; 

That it is established in the case that the Director General, by a general meas- 
ure of which the whole staff was informed on 6 July 1954, “decided that all 
professional staff members whose contracts expire between now and 30 June 
1955 (inclusive) and who have achieved the required standards of efficiency, 
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competence, and integrity, and whose services are needed, will be offered one-year 
renewals of their appointments” ; 

That the complainant, having been made the object of an exception to this 
general measure, holds that the Director General could not legitimately thus 
make an exception of him on the sole ground which he invoked against him as 
justification for the view that he did not possess the quality of integrity recog- 
nised in those of his colleagues whose contracts had been renewed and in the 
absence of any contestation of his qualities of competence and efficiency; 

That the complainant requests that this decision be rescinded and, alterna- 
tively, that an indemnity be granted ; 

Considering that the question is thus a dispute concerning the interpretation 
and application of the Staff Regulations and Rules of the defendant Organisa- 
tion ; 

That by virtue of Article II, paragraph 1, of its Statute, the Tribunal is 
competent to hear the said dispute ; 

On the substance : 

A. Considering that the defendant Organisation holds that the renewal or the 
nonrenewal of a fixed-term appointment depends entirely on the personal and 
sovereign discretion of the Director General who is not even required to give 
his reason therefor; 

Considering that if this were to be so, any unmotivated decision would not be 
subject to the general legal review which is vested in the Tribunal, and would be 
liable to become arbitrary ; 

Considering that, in fact, it may be conceived that this might exceptionally 
be the case when, for example, it is a matter of assessing the technical suit- 
ability of the person concerned for carrying out liis duties; 

Considering, however, that in this matter the question does not affect the issue 
inasmuch as the Director General has not only given the reason for the decision 
taken by him but has also made it public in a communique issued to the press; 

That this reason is based solely on the refusal of the complainant to cooperate 
in the measures of investigation provided in respect of certain of its nationals by 
the Government of the State of which he is a citizen, and in particular on his 
refusal to appear before a commission invested by that Government with the 
power to investigate his loyalty to that State ; 

That the Director General declares that he concludes from this that he can 
no longer retain his confidence in the complainant and offer him a new appoint- 
ment, his attitude being incompatible with the high standards of integrity re- 
quired of those who are employed by the Organisation and being, furthermore, 
capable of harming the interests of the Organisation; 

Considering in relation hereto that it is necessary expressly to reject all un- 
certainty and confusion as to the meaning of the expression “loyalty towards a 
State” which is entirely different from the idea of “integrity” as embodied in the 
Staff Regulations and Rules ; and that this is evident and requires no further 
proof ; 

B. Considering that if the Director General is granted authority not to renew 
a fixed-term appointment and so to do without notice or indemnity, this is clearly 
subject to the implied condition that this authority must be exercised only for 
the good of the service and in the interest of the Organisation ; 

Considering that it is in the light of this principle that the facts in this case 
should be examined ; 

Considering that Article 1.4 of the Staff Regulations of the defendant Organi- 
sation, as it stood at the moment when the decision complained of was taken, 
was as follows : 

“Members of the Secretariat shall conduct themselves at all times in a manner 
consonant with the good repute and high purposes of the Organisation and their 
status as international civil servants. They shall not engage in any activity 
that is incompatible with the proper discharge of their duties. They shall avoid 
any action, and in particular any kind of public pronouncement, which would 
adversely reflect upon their status. While they are not expected to give up 
religious or political convictions or national sentiments, they shall at all times 
exercise the reserve and tact incumbent upon them by reason of their interna- 
tional responsibilities.” 

Considering that, in thus clearly establishing the entire freedom of conscience 
recognised to international officials in respect of both their philosophical convic- 
tions and their political opinions, the Regulations impose on them the duty to 
abstain from all acts capable of being interpreted as associating them with 
propaganda or militant proselytism in any sense whatever ; 
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That this abstentiou is rigorously imposed on them by the overriding interest 
of the international organisation to which they owe their loyalty and devotion; 

C. Considering that, when consulted by the Staff Association of the defendant 
Organisation on the obligation incumbent on members of the staff to reply to 
questionnaires issued by authorities of their respective countries, the Director 
General declared that the answer must depend only on the conscience of the 
individual, except that he should not lie and should have regard to the conse- 
quences which the refusal to reply might have for him ; 

Considering, however, that iu respect of the invitation to appear before the 
Loyalty Board, it is established that the complainant approached the Director 
General only at a late date, so that the latter would not have been able to give 
him advice in sufficient time ; 

Considering that it is desirable to determine whether the attitude adopted by 
the complainant in this respect may be considered as justifying the loss of confi- 
dence alleged by the Director General ; 

D. Considering that it is undoubtedly true that if the Director General has 
been informed that a member of his staff has acted in a manner prohibited by 
Article 1.4 of the Staff Regulations, the Director General has a duty to check 
the accuracy of such information either himself or through persons appointed 
by him from within his Organisation, in order that he may take decisions or 
even sanctions, if necessary, in the full knowledge of the facts ; 

That in this light the enquiry procedure within the Secretariat to which the 
Director General resorted in the present case in full exercise of his authority 
can in no sense be subject to Criticism ; that it is in accordance with the under- 
taking made with the State Member concerned under arrangements approved 
by the Executive Board and General Conference of the defendant Organisation ; 
that this was solely an undertaking that any information which the Government 
of the State concerned might desire to submit to the Director General would 
“be studied with care” and that he would “certainly give every consideration 
to it, in the light of the Constitution of UNESCO and all other relevant provi- 
sions and policies which may have been or may be laid down by the appropriate 
organs of UNESCO” ; 

That the objection raised in this regard by the complainant is totally 
unfounded ; 

E. Considering that it is quite different when the ground for complaint of the 
Director General is based solely on the refusal of the official to participate in 
measures of verbal or written enquiry to which his national government con- 
siders it necessary to subject him ; 

That the Director General of an international organisation cannot associate 
himself with the execution of the policy of the government authorities of any 
State Member without disregarding the obligations imposed on all international 
officials without distinction and, in consequence, without misusing the authority 
which has been conferred on him solely for the purpose of directing that organi- 
sation towards the achievement of its own, exclusively international, objectives; 

That this duty of the Director General is governed by Article VI, paragraph r>, 
of the Constitution of the defendant Organisation, in the following terms : 

“The responsibilities of the Director General and of the staff shall be exclu- 
sively international in character. In the discharge of their duties they shall 
not seek or receive instructions from any Government or from any authority 
external to the organization. They shall refrain from any action which might 
prejudice their position as international officials. Each State Member of the 
Organization undertakes to respect the international character of the responsi- 
bilities of the Director General and the staff, and not to seek to influence them 
in the discharge of their duties.” 

Considering that the fact that in this case the matter involved is an accusa- 
tion of disloyalty brought by a Government which enjoys in all respects the 
highest prestige, rnnst be without any influence upon the consideration of the 
facts in the case and the determination of the principles whose respect the 
Tribunal must ensure; 

That it will suffice to realise that if any one of the seventy-two States and 
Governments involved in the defendant Organisation brought against an official, 
one of its citizens, an accusation of disloyalty and claimed to subject him to an 
enquiry in similar or analogous conditions, the attitude adopted by the Director 
General would constitute a precedent obliging him to lend his assistance to such 
enquiry and, moreover, to invoke the same disciplinary or statutory consequences, 
the same withdrawal of confidence, on the basis of any opposal by the person 
concerned to the action of his national Government; 
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That if this were to be the case there would result for all international offi- 
cials, in matters touching on conscience, a state of uncertainty and insecurity 
prejudicial to the performance of their duties and liable to provoke disturbances 
in the international administration such as cannot he imagined to have been the 
intention of those who drew up the Constitution of the defendant Organization ; 

Considering therefor that the only ground for complaint adduced by the Di- 
rector General to justify the application to the complainant of an exception to 
the general rule of renewal of appointments, that is to say his opposal to the 
investigations of his own Government, is entirely unjustified ; 

Considering that it is in vain that it is alleged that the terms of renewal set 
forth in the Director General’s circular of C July 1954. after enumeration of the 
standards required, provide that the services of the person concerned must be 
needed ; that this expression cannot mean that the person concerned must be 
irreplaceable, in that no successor can be found ; that it means only that the 
requirements of the service to which the person concerned is assigned must be 
permanent and that the said person must give full satisfaction therein and other- 
wise in all manner in the performance of his duties; that on this last point 
the appreciations contained in the annual reports of the complainant are entirely 
laudatory ; 

Considering that it results therefrom that the decision taken must be re- 
scinded ; but that nevertheless the Tribunal does not have the power to order 
the renewal of a fixed-term appointment, which requires a positive act of the 
Director General over whom the Tribunal has no hierarchial authority; 

That in the absence of such a power and unless the Director General should 
consider himself in a position to reconsider his decision in this manner, the Tri- 
bunal is none the less competent to order equitable reparation of the damage 
suffered by the complainant by reason of the discriminatory treatment of which 
he was the object ; 

F. Considering that it results from the documents produced by the parties 
during the hearing that the enquiry made by order of the Director General 
himself within the defendant Organisation, the legitimate and regular charac- 
ter of which has been shown above, did not bring any evidence to show that 
the complainant failed in his duties, as defined in Article 1.4 of the Regulations, 
during the period that he was an official of the defendant Organisation ; 

That this Special Board considered that it could find no evidence either in the 
reports of the Loyalty Board or as a result of its own inquiries that the com- 
plainant, during his employment in the Secretariat of the defendant Organisa- 
tion, had engaged in or was engaging in activities that could be shown to 
constitute misconduct under the terms of the Staff Regulations and Rules ; 

Considering that it is irrelevant to seek whether or not the complainant was 
engaged in militant political activities before being appointed to the interna- 
tional service and at a tine when he was not bound by the obligations involved 
in joining this service, unless it has been proved that he had been guilty of 
dishonourable or criminal acts (actes deshonorants ou criminels) ; 

That any accusation of this nature could only be admitted if drawn up both in 
due form and with all the precision required to ensure respect for the right 
of the accused person to defend himself ; 

That it is not so in this case; 

Considering that it has been shown above that the attitude of the complain- 
ant towards the Loyalty Board in no way justifies the existence of serious 
doubts as to his integrity, judgment and loyalty towards the defendant Organ- 
isation ; 

That it does not therefore appear that the complainant placed his own inter- 
ests above the true interest of the Organisation, which interest consists above all 
in safeguarding erga omnes its independence and impartiality; 

On prejudice; 

Considering that an official who combines all the necessary qualities has a 
legitimate expectancy of being offered a new appointment in the position which 
he occupied, and that this expectancy was fulfilled for all the persons con- 
cerned, with the exception of a certain number, of whom the complainant; 

That not only is such an almost absolute quod plerumque fit but also that in 
thus acting the Administration of the defendant Organisation has as its objec- 
tive to create a permanent body of officials experienced in their duties, who are 
destined to follow a career in the Organisation concerned ; 

That the decision not to renew the appointment is one which should not only 
be rescinded in the present case, but also constitutes a wrongful exercise of pow- 
ers and an abuse of rights which consequently involves the obligation to make 
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good the prejudice resulting therefrom ; that this prejudice was aggravated by 
the publicity given to the withdrawal of confidence as being due to lack of in- 
tegrity, this ground having been given in a press communique issued by the de- 
fendant Organisation, without it being possible seriously to maintain the view 
that there could have existed the slightest doubt as to the identity of the per- 
sons to which the said communique referred ; 

Considering that it is to no purpose that they have been reproached with hav- 
ing communicated the measures of which they were the object to the Staff 
Association recognised by the defendant Organisation, as the upshot of a pro- 
cedure to which the said Association was a party with the knowledge and con- 
sent of the Director-General himself; 

That redress will be ensured ex aequo ct bono by the granting to the com- 
plainant of the sum set forth below ; 

Cousidering that, on the one hand, there should be granted to the complain- 
ant the amount of the salary which he would have received had he not been 
subject to the measure of exception of which he complains, that is to say one 
year’s basic salary ; 

That, on the other hand, there should be granted to him a second year’s basic 
salary in order to compensate for the moral prejudice and in particular the 
difficulties which he will encounter in seeking new means of subsistence; 

That, in this calculation, there should be added to the salary the statutory 
amount of children’s allowance; 

On the grounds as aforesaid 

The tribunal, 

Rejecting any wider or contrary conclusions, 

Declares the complaint to be receivable as to form ; 

Declares that it is competent ; 

Orders the decision taken to be rescined and declares in law that it con- 
stitutes an abuse of rights causing prejudice to the complainant; 

In consequence, should the defendant not reconsider the decision taken and 
renew the complainant’s appointment, orders the said defendant to pay to the 
complainant the sum of $15,500, plus children's allowances for two years, the 
whole together with interest at 4 per centum from 1 January 1055; 

Orders the defendant Organization to pay to the complainant the sum of 
$300 by way of participation in the costs of his defense : 

Pronouncing on the application to intervene made by M. Henquet ; 

Considering that such intervention is receivable in so far as it is made by 
II. Henquet in his own name; 

That in this instance the fact that the intervener holds an indeterminate 
appointment and not a fixed-term appointment does not prevent the present dis- 
pute from bearing on principles applicable to the legal position of the whole 
staff ; 

Considering that the intervention is founded, insofar as recognized by the 
resent judgment, orders the defendant Organisation to bear the expenses for 
which justification is provided by the intervener up to a maximum of $40. 

In witness of which judgment, pronounced in public sitting on 26 April 1055 
by His Excellency H. Albert Deveze, President, Professor Georges Scelle, Vice 
President, and Jonkheer van Rijckevorsel, Judge, the aforementioned have 
hereunto subscribed their signatures, as well as myself, Wolf, Registrar of the 
Tribunal. 

Albert Deveze. 

Georges Scfi le. 

A. van Rajckevorsel. 

Francis Wolf. 
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Exhibit No. 378-B 
[Unofficial translation] 

INTERNATIONAL LABOUR ORGANISATION 
Administrative Tribunal 
Judgment No. 22 

FIFTH ORDINARY SESSION (PART H) GENEVA, OCTOBER 19-j5 

Sitting of 29 October 1955 

In the Matter of Miss Ruth Froma Against United Nations Educational, 
Scientific, and Cultural Organization 

The Administrative Tribunal of the International Labour Organisation, 

Having had referred to it a complaint submitted against the United Nations 
Educational, Scientific, and Cultural Organization on 14 September 1955 by Miss 
Ruth Froma, a former official of that Organization, asking that the Tribunal 
be pleased to rescind the decision taken on 20 June 1955 terminating the com- 
plainant’s appointment and, in default of reinstatement, to enjoin the defendant 
Organization to pay to the complainant by way of damages a sum equivalent to 
three years salary together with an indemnity of $10,000 ; 

Considering the memorandum of reply to the said complaint submitted by the 
defendant Organization on 6 October 1955 ; 

Having had referred to it a statement submitted in his own name, in his 
status as an official of the defendant Organization, holder of an indeterminate 
appointment, on 3 October 1955 by M. Pierre Henquet, Chairman of the Staff 
Association ; 

Having heard, on oath, in public sitting on 20 October 1955 Edward Joseph 
Phelan, witness cited by the complainant, whose deposition, certified true, is in 
the dossier ; 

Considering the pleadings exchanged by the representatives of the parties 
during the hearing ; 

Considering that the complaint is receivable in form ; 

Considering that the facts of the case are the following : 

(1) The complainant took up her duties with the defendant Organization on 2 
September 1949 ; 

(2) At the time when the decision complained of was taken the complainant 
was the holder of an indeterminate appointment, subject to a five-year review 
on 1 October 1957 ; 

(3) In February 1953 the complainant received a questionnaire to be com- 
pleted and returned in application of “Executive Order No. 10422 of the President 
of the United States dated 9 January 1953 prescribing procedures for making 
available to the Secretary General of the United Nations certain information 
concerning United States citizens employed or being considered for employment 
on the Secretariat of the United Nations” whose provisions apply to the defendant 
Organization by virtue of Part III of the Order in question ; the complainant 
completed this questionnaire; 

(4) In March 1954 the complainant received an interrogatory from the Inter- 
national Organizations Employees Loyalty Board of the United States Civil 
Service Commission set up by Executive Order No. 10459 of 2 June 1953 amend- 
ing Executive Order No. 10422 of 9 January 1953, interrogatory to which the 
complainant did not however reply ; 

(5) In July 1954, the complainant received an invitation to appear as from 
15 July 1954 before the Loyalty Board, meeting at the United States Embassy 
in Paris ; 

(8) By letter dated 12 July 1954 the complainant informed the Director 
General of the reasons of conscience on which she based her refusal to appear ; 

(7) Subsequently the Director General received communication of the report 
of the Loyalty Board (advisory determination) dated 28 August 1954 in which it 
was stated that: 

“* • * the Board concludes that on all the evidence there is a reasonable doubt 
as to the loyalty of Ruth Froma to the Government of the United States” ; 

(S) The complainant was herself informed of the conclusions of the Loyalty 
Board by letter of the Chairman of the Loyalty Board dated 10 September 1954, 
and was also informed of the fact that the report of the Loyalty Board had been 
transmitted to the Director General of the defendant Organization ; 
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(9) On 2S September 1954 the Director General set up a Special Advisory 
Board consisting- of members of the staff whose task was to “examine the cases 
of certain staff members on the basis of certain information which has been 
brought to the knowledge of the Director General and in the light of the stand- 
ards of employment and conduct prescribed by the Constitution and Staff Iieg- 
ulations’’ ; the complainant appeared and explained her position before this 
Special Advisory Board ; 

(10) The complainant was informed by a note dated 10 December 1954 that 
she was suspended from her functions with pay until further notice in applica- 
tion of Rule 109.11 of the Staff Rules ; 

(11) By a note dated 10 December 1954 the complainant requested the Director 
General to reconsider his decision ; 

(12) The Director General declined to reconsider his decision and the com- 
plainant submitted an appeal to the UNESCO Appeals Board on 10 February 
1955, asking that the decision to suspend her be rescinded ; 

(18) On 27 June 1955 the Appeals Board unanimously expressed the opinion 
that the decision of the Director General dated 10 December 1954 by which the 
complainant had been suspended from her functions with pay should be 
rescinded ; 

(14) Before the Appeals Board had taken its decision the Special xYdvisory 
Board, referred to in paragraph 9.1.1 of the Staff Regulations and appointed by 
the Director General in accordance with Rule 109.10 of the Staff Rules, heard 
the complainant in March 1955 ; 

(15) By letter dated 20 June 1955 the Director General informed the com- 
plainant that her appointment was terminated on the same date. This letter 
stated inter alia: 

“The Special Advisory Board which I appointed in accordance with Staff Reg- 
ulation 9.1.1 has submitted its report to me on the matter concerning you. 

“I have studied this report very carefully. 

“I regret to inform you that I have come to the conclusion that your conduct 
indicated that you do not meet the highest standards required by Article VI 
of the Constitution and by Chapter I of the Staff Regulations. 

“I have come to this conclusion because of the attitude you have adopted to 
the investigation undertaken by the United States Government under Executive 
Order 10422, as amended by Executive Order 10459, which found its principal 
expression in your refusal to respond to the invitation to appear, in July 1954, 
before the International Organizations Employees Loyalty Board of the United 
States Civil Service Commission, and because, at no time up to this date, have 
you taken any steps or shown any desire to repair, or at least to mitigate, the 
harm done to the Organization by your refusal to appear before the Board. 

“You could not have failed to realize that the attitude you have adopted 
gravely prejudiced the interests of the Organization. 

“I have indicated, and in particular, at the Eighth Session of the General 
Conference, the seriousness of the consequences of such an attitude. 

“In adopting and maintaining such an attitude, you have shown that you are 
not willing to regulate your conduct with the interests of the Organization 
only in view. 

“I am therefore obliged to terminate your appointment with effect from the 
end of the day, 20 June 1955, under the provisions of Staff Regulation 9.1.1. 

“In accordance with the terms of your indeterminate appointment you will 
receive an indemnity equivalent to [live] months pensionable remuneration. 

“You will be paid salary and allowances in lieu of three months’ notice. 

“You will also receive any other payments to which you are entitled upon 
separation.” ; 

(10) By letter dated 24 .Time 1955 the complainant requested the Director 
General to reconsider his decision to terminate her appointment ; 

(17) By letter dated 27 June 1955 the Director General informed the com- 
plainant that he adhered to his decision; 

(IS) In agreement with the Director General of the defendant Organization, 
the complainant renounced her right of appeal to the Appeals Board and decided 
to resort directly to the Administrative Tribunal as permitted in Article 6 of 
the Statute of the Appeals Board, the decision taken being considered as iinal 
and the complainant being considered as having exhausted all other means 
of resisting it ; 

On tiiu substance: 

A. Considering that the decision of 20 June 1955 terminating the appointment 
of the complainant was taken in application of Regulation 9.1.1 of the Staff 
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Regulations, as adopted by the UNESCO General Conference in Montevideo on 
8 December 1954, this Regulation being in the following terms: 

“The Director General may also, giving his reasons therefor, terminate the 
appointment of a staff member : 

“00 If the conduct of the staff member indicates that the staff member 
does not meet the highest standards required by Article VI of the Constitu- 
tion and by Chapter I of the Staff Regulations ; 

“(&) If facts anterior to the appointment of the staff member and relevant 
to his suitability or which reflect on his present integrity come to light, 
which, if they had been known at the time of his .appointment should, under 
the standards established in the Constitution, have precluded his appoint- 
ment. 

“No termination under the provisions of this Regulation shall take effect until 
the matter has been considered and reported on by a special advisory board 
appointed for that purpose by the Director General’’ ; 

Considering that where the Director General acts within the provisions of 
Regulation 9.1.1 he has only the statutory powers conferred on him by the 
General Conference; that in a particular case the Tribunal’s appreciation and 
review of the exercise of this power consists in examining whether in fact the 
circumstances of the case are such as to justify the application thereof ; that if 
this were not to be the case the application of this power would be at the Director 
General’s sole pleasure ; 

Considering that Regulation 9.1.1 expressly provides that reasons must be 
given for taking the measures set forth therein and that the matter be first 
reported on by a Special Advisory Board appointed for that purpose by the 
Director General; 

B. Considering that in this case the decision is expressly motivated by the 
attitude taken by the complainant with respect to the measures of investigation 
provided by the Government of the United States in application of Executive 
Orders No. 10422 and 10459, this attitude consisting principally in the refusal 
of the complainant to accede to the invitation to appear before the Loyalty Board 
in July 1954, and by the fact that after that date the complainant took no steps 
nor showed any wish to repair or mitigate the harm which was deemed to have 
been suffered by the Organization as a result of her refusal to appear, when she 
could not ignore the gravity of such harm ; 

Considering that the submissions of the defendant oblige the Tribunal, in 
order to carry out its functions under the provisions of Article II of its Statute, 
to seek in what manner and to what extent the interests of the Organization 
may have been prejudiced ; 

Considering that the difficulties having arisen within the defendant Organiza- 
tion are that one Member State, in default of obtaining the removal of those of 
its citizens being officials finding themselves in ,a situation similar to that of the 
complainant, appeared to be considering withdrawing its participation and sup- 
port from the Organization ; that in particular an express statement in this sense 
was made before the Subcommittee on Appropriations of the House of Repre- 
sentatives of this State by one of the members of the delegation of the said State 
at the Montevideo Conference; 

That it is significant that the Director General, on 10 December 1954, that is 
to say on the date following that on which the Staff Regulations conferred upon 
him the new power, invoked such power against the three parties concerned, in 
order to suspend them from their duties and to take those procedural measures 
against them arising out of which the decisions to terminate them, now before 
the Tribunal, were taken : 

That besides there is no indication that there was any other reason for con- 
sidering that the interests of the Organization were imperilled; 

That the safeguarding erga omnes of the independence and impartiality of the 
Organization is also vital and must not be lost sight of ; 

C. Considering that the complainant could, in conscience, be persuaded that 
she was within her rights, that besides it has never been alleged that the com- 
plainant had been the object of legal proceedings in her own country by reason 
of the attitude complained against, since a purely administrative procedure was 
involved ; that exception could not be taken against her, for having failed in her 
employment to determine precisely the gravity and imminence of the danger 
which may have imperiled certain interests of the Organization ; 

Considering that no exception can be taken against her on such grounds nor 
could she be reproached with having abstained from taking steps for which no 
particulars were given and in addition never requested of her, in order to repair 
or mitigate the difficulties to which the Organization was subject ; 
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Considering that tlie Director General adduces however from the complainant’s 
attitude and from the maintenance of this attitude that the complainant showed 
that she did not wish to regulate her conduct with the interests of the Organiza- 
tion only in view; 

That in consequence on 20 June 1955 the Director General terminated the 
complainant’s appointment with immedate effect (at the same time according to 
her those idemnities to which she was entitled under Regulation 9.3 of the 
Staff Regulations and Rule 104.7 e) of the Staff Rules), after having consulted 
the Special Advisory Board set up in Regulation 9.1.1 of the Staff Regulations 
and after carefully studying, as he states, the report of this Board ; 

D. Considering that it must be observed that the decision taken is based solely 
on paragraph (a) of Regulation 9.1.1 of the Staff Regulations which gives to the 
Director General the power to terminate an official’s appointment “if the con- 
duct of the staff member indicates that the staff member does not meet the highest 
standards required by Article VI of the Constitution and by Chapter I of the 
Staff Regulations” ; 

That, on the basis of this wording, the clear distincition between the notions 
respectively of integrity and loyalty is henceforward not in issue; that the 
grounds adduced are based on the duty of officials “to conduct themselves at 
all times in a manner befitting their status as international civil servants”, “to 
bear in mind the reserve and tact incumbent upon them by reason of their inter- 
national status,” and at no time to lose sight of the interests of the international 
organization for which they serve ; 

Considering that paragraph (b) of Regulation 9.1.1 deals only with facts 
anterior to appointment or facts which, if they had been known at the time 
of the appointment should have precluded the appointment, such facts not having 
been demonstrated and not being in issue in this case, 

E. Considering besides that there is no other motive in the case which can be 
invoked in justification of termination ; 

That the Special Advisory Board which had been voluntarily set up by the 
Director General within the defendant Organization, as early as September 1954, 
expressly stated that it could find no evidence either in the reports of the Loyalty 
Board or as a result of its own enquiries that the complainant, during her em- 
ployment in the Secretariat of the defendant Organization, had engaged in or was 
engaging in activities that could be shown to constitute misconduct under the 
terms of the Staff Regulations and Rules ; 

That it results from the complainant’s performance reports that she has 
never been the subject of any reproach ; that on the contrary the appreciations 
contained therein were entirely laudatory as regards her work and performance 
and that she was promoted ; 

That the Director General was therefore entirely correct in not invoking 
against her any misconduct, breach of professional duty or unsatisfactory service ; 
that on the contrary the representative of the defendant Organization has 
pointed out on several occasions that termination for disciplinary reasons was 
not in issue and that the sole issue was the termination of an appointment, with 
payment of indemnities, under the new Regulations on which the Director 
General relies; 

P. Considering that the defendant Organization objects to the production of 
the report of the Special Advisory Board which was set up in 1955 on the basis 
of the amended Regulations adopted by the General Conference ; 

That this objection is motivated by a text inserted by the Director General 
himself in the rules which he drew up in order to give effect to the new pro- 
visions of the Staff Regulations by virtue of the powers conferred on him under 
the said Regulations; that this text stipulates (Staff Rule 109.10) that the 
proceedings and records of the Board shall be secret and confidential ; 

That if this provision made by the Director General in application of the regu- 
lations adopted by the General Conference were to be considered as lawful, it 
would have as its effect to remove from the Special Advisory Board its principal 
object ; that in reporting to the Administrative Commission of the General 
Conference (document 8C/ ADM/14, paragraph 11), the author of the text 
declared himself on the subject of this Advisory Board as follows: “This is 

one way in which it is considered that staff members may be protected from the 
possibility of arbitrary decisions” ; that where the opinion given is confidential to 
the Director General alone, such additional guarantee promised against arbitrary 
decisions is unavailing ; 

That where the competent jurisdiction for reviewing the decision of the 
Director General is not able, any more than the complainant, to have cognizance 
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of the opinion of the Special Advisory Board, and where, besides, the Director- 
General is entirely free not to take account of such opinion and is thereby not 
subject to any outside review, it would have sufficed to permit the Director 
General to be counseled accordingly thereon by such adviser as he thought fit; 
that this cannot be imagined to have been the impression which led to the vote 
in the General Conference, the Conference being manifestly desirous to effectively 
protect staff members whose appointments would be terminated under Staff Reg- 
ulation 9.1.1, from arbitrary decisions; 

Considering that the deposition made under oath by Mr. Phelan, Chairman of 
the said Board, cited as a witness, shows that the members of the Board did not, 
in accepting to serve, impose a condition of secrecy; that they questioned the 
Director General ou his intentions in this regard, which was proper, but did 
not have as a legal result to deprive the Director General from disposing of the 
report as he thought fit ; 

That the objection to the production of the report of the Board which was 
available to the Director General removes an element from the appreciation 
of the Tribunal competent to pronounce on the regularity of the decision taken ; 
that the regulations having been observed in the letter the Tribunal may not 
order thereon, but that in any event it was unable in its consultations to take 
into account this unknown element ; 

G. Considering that the complainant submits that the provisions of the new 
Regulations adopted in December 1954 are not applicable in her case since the 
facts set up against her took place prior to such adoption ; 

That this submission is unfounded, the Director General having been accorded 
the power to review the conduct of a staff member, the appointment of whom is 
to be terminated, solely with regard to the high standards required of an inter- 
national official, and that he is free in this respect to take into account those 
elements on which he considers his decision may be based ; 

That without doubt, the granting of such a power opens the door to a great 
extent to arbitrary decisions ; that it fully justifies the preoccupations of those 
desirous of providing at the same time sure and effective guarantees; that the 
Administrative Tribunal must watch over the jurisdictional review which it 
exercises ; but that the texts exclude the submission based on their retroactive 
application ; 

H. Considering that where the Director General has the power to terminate 
an indeterminate appointment, this is clearly subject to the implied condition 
that this authority must be exercised only for the good of the service and in the 
interest of the Organization ; 

Considering that it is in the light of this principle that the facts in this case 
should be examined ; 

Considering that Regulation 1.4 of the Staff Regulations of the defendant 
Organization is as follows: 

“Members of the Secretariat shall conduct themselves at all times in a manner 
befitting their status as international civil servants. They shall not engage in 
any activity that is incompatible with the proper discharge of their duties with 
the Organization. They shall avoid any action and in particular any kind of 
public pronouncement which may adversely reflect on their status, or on the in- 
tegrity, independence and impartiality which are required by that status. While 
they are not expected to give up their national sentiments, or their political and 
religious convictions, they shall at all times bear in mind the reserve and tact 
incumbent upon them by reason of their international status” ; 

Considering that, in thus clearly establishing the entire freedom of conscience 
recognized to international officials in respect to both their philosophical con- 
victions and their political opinions, the Regulations impose on them the duty 
to abstain from all acts capable of being interpreted as associating them with 
propaganda or militant proselytism in any sense whatever ; 

That this abstention is rigorously imposed on them by the overriding interest 
of the international organization to which they owe their loyalty and devotion ; 

I. Considering that, when consulted by the Staff Association of the defendant 
Organization on the obligation incumbent on members of the staff to reply to 
questionnaires issued by authorities of their respective countries, the Director 
General declared that the answer must depend only on the conscience of the 
individual, except that he should not lie and should have regard to the conse- 
quences which the refusal to reply might have for him ; 

Considering, however, that in respect of the invitation to appear before the 
Loyalty Board it is established that the complainant approached the Director 
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General only at a late date, so that the latter would not have been able to give 
her advice in sufficient time ; 

J. Considering that, in order to review all factors, it is necessary to enquire 
whether the acts or omissions of the complainant could be considered as justify- 
ing the application of paragraph (a) of Regulation 9.1.1 of the Staff Regulations, 
on the grounds that in themselves they caused doubt to exist as to whether 
she fulfilled the highest standards required of an international official; 

Considering that the complainant does not challenge the legitimate character 
of the enquiry made within the staff by the Special Advisory Board set up by the 
Director General on 2S September 1954, following the submission to the Director 
General of the report made against her by the Loyalty Board in default of her 
appearance ; 

That this measure is in accordance with the undertaking made with the State 
member concerned under arrangements approved by the Executive Board and 
General Conference of the defendant Organization ; that this was solely an under- 
taking that any information which the Government of the State concerned might 
desire to submit to the Director General would “be studied with care” and that 
he would “certainly give every consideration to it, in the light of the Constitution 
of UNESCO and all other relevant provisions and policies which may have been 
or may be laid down by the appropriate organs of UNESCO” ; 

That the Special Advisory Board set up on 28 September 1954 expressed the 
opinion, as referred to above, that it could find no evidence that the complainant 
had engaged or was engaging in activities during her employment, that could be 
shown to be misconduct under the Staff Regulations and Staff Rules ; the Board 
concluding, however, that the attitude adopted by the complainant as well as the 
reasons given for her attitude gave rise to serious doubts about the degree of con- 
fidence that could be placed in her integrity, judgment, and loyalty to the Organi- 
zation ; that the Board found justification for this opinion in stating that in a 
situation which, in its opinion, was clearly harmful to the Organization, the com- 
plainant maintained that adherence to her own personal views was more impor- 
tant than the interests of the Organization ; 

That this opinion restates in different terms the reasons invoked for the deci- 
sion taken ; 

K. Considering, however, that when requested to give an opinion on the de- 
cision itself, the Appeals Board, presided over by an eminent magistrate enjoying 
the confidence of al parties and composed jointly of members appointed by the 
Director General and members appointed by the Staff Association, came unani- 
mously to a diametrically opposed conclusion ; that after a full hearing and a 
thorough study of all the facts in the case, it unanimously concluded that the 
complainants had not failed in the high standards required of members of the 
Secretariat, had not committed acts incompatible with the integrity required of 
them and had not disregarded the true interest of the Organization ; that, as a 
consequence, the decisions to terminate them had no basis in law and that the 
said complainants had shown cause for requesting reinstatement; that the Tri- 
bunal fully agrees with this particularly authoritative opinion ; 

That the Court must besides take into consideration the due care required of it 
in appreciating the validity of the decision taken, by reason of the striking and 
indefensible disproportion between the alleged attitude of the complainant and 
the measure taken against her, putting an end to the career on which she based 
her future, when no complaint regarding her work had been alleged ; that from 
this standpoint it is of no moment that the termination was not a disciplinary ac- 
tion in the formal sense of the Regulations and that certain indemnities were 
accorded, when the fundamental result is to deprive the party concerned of her 
employment by exposing her to all the risks and distress of an uncertain future ; 

L. Considering that it is thus established that the ground for complaint of the 
Director General is based solely on the refusal of the official to participate in 
measures of verbal or written enquiry to which his national Government con- 
siders it necessary to subject him ; 

That the Director General of an international organization cannot associate 
himself with the execution of the policy of the Government authorities of any 
State member without disregarding the obligations imposed on all international 
officials without distinction and, in consequence, without misusing the authority 
which has been conferred on him solely for the purpose of directing that Organi- 
zation towards the achievement of its own. exclusively international objectives; 

That this duty of the Director General is governed by Article VI, paragraph 5, 
of the Constitution of the defendant Organization in the following terms : 

“The responsibilities of the Director General and of the staff shall be exclu- 
sively international in character. In the discharge of their duties they shall not 
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seek or receive instructions from any Government or from any authority exter- 
nal to the Organization. They shall refrain from any action which might preju- 
dice their position as international officials. Each State Member of the Organi- 
zation undertakes to respect the international character of the responsibilities of 
the Director General and the staff, and not to seek to influence them in the dis- 
charge of their duties.” 

Considering that the fact that in this case the doubts raised as to the loyalty 
of the complainant to her own Government brought by a Government which en- 
joys in all respects the highest prestige, must be without any influence upon the 
consideration of the facts in the case and the determination of the principles 
whose respect the Tribunal must ensure ; 

That it will suffice to realize that if any one of the seventy-four States and 
Governments involved in the defendant Organization brought against an official, 
one of its citizens, an accusation of disloyalty and claimed to subject him to an 
enquiry in similar or analogous conditions, the attitude adopted by the Director 
General would constitute a precedent obliging him to lend his assistance to such 
enquiry and, moreover, to invoke the same disciplinary or statutory consequences, 
the same withdrawal of confidence and the same application of Regulation 9.1.1 
of the Staff Regulations, on the basis of any opposal by the person concerned 
to the action of his national Government ; 

That if this were to he the case there would result for all international offi- 
cials, in matters touching on conscience, a state of uncertainty and insecurity 
prejudicial to the performance of their duties and liable to pi’ovoke disturbances 
in the international administration such as cannot be imagined to have been in 
the intention of those who drew up the Constitution of the defendant Organi- 
zation ; 

M. Considering that it has been shown above that the attitude of the com- 
plainant towards the Loyalty Board in no way justifies the existence of serious 
doubts as to the high standards required of an international official ; 

That neither does it appear that the complainant placed her own interests 
above the true interest of the Organization, as defined above ; 

Considering therefore that the only ground for complaint adduced by the 
Director General to justify the application to the complainant of Regulation 9.1.1 
of the Staff Regulations, that it to say her opposal to the investigations of her 
own Government, is entirely unfounded ; 

N. Considering that it results therefrom that the decision taken must be 
rescinded, the said decision not resting on any provision of the Staff Regula- 
tions ; that nevertheless the Tribunal does not have the power to order reinstate- 
ment, which requires a positive act of the Director General, over whom the 
Tribunal has no hierarchical authority ; 

That in the absence of such a power and unless the Director General should 
consider himself in a position to reconsider his decision in this manner, the 
Tribunal is nonetheless competent to order equitable reparation of the damage 
suffered by the complainant by reason of the measure of which she was the 
object ; 

On prejudice: 

Considering that should the complainant not be reinstated with full rights, she 
should be compensated for the material and moral prejudice which she has 
suffered by reason of the decision taken ; 

That such prejudice may be assessed cx aequo et tono at two years’ base 
salary, without any setoff of the indemnities which she has been accorded; 

Considering that the annual base salary of the complainant amounted to 
$5,400 ; 

That there are no grounds for allocating a supplementary indemnity by reason 
of the suspension with salary dated 10 December 1954, a measure which the 
Director General was entitled to take within the limits of his authority and 
which cannot be considered in the circumstances as having increased the 
prejudice suffered ; 

On the grounds as aforesaid 

The Tribunal, 

Rejecting any wider or contrary conclusions, 

Declares the complaint to be receivable as to form, 

Declares that it is competent, 

Orders the decision taken to be rescinded and declares in law that a legal 
basis therefor cannot be found in the Staff Regulations ; 

In consequence, should the defendant not reconsider the decision taken and 
reinstate the complainant, orders the said defendant to pay to the complainant 
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an amount equal to I wo years’ base salary, namely $10,800, together with interest 
at 4 per centum from 20 June 1955, without any setoff of the indemnities accorded 
to her at the time of termination of her appointment; 

Orders the defendant Organization to pay to the complainant the sum of $300 
by way of participation in the costs of her defence: 

Pronouncing on the application to intervene made by M. Henquet; 

Considering that such intervention is receivable in so far as it is made by 
M. Henquet in his own name, an official of the defendant Organisation, holder 
of an indeterminate appointment ; 

Considering that the intervention is founded, in so far as recognized by this 
judgment ; 

Orders the defendant Organisation to bear the expenses for which justifica- 
tion is provided by the intervener up to a maximum of $40. 

In witness of which judgment, pronounced at the Palais des Nations, Geneva, 
in public sitting on 29 October 1955, by His Excellency M. Albert Deveze, Presi- 
dent, Jonkheer van Rijckevorsel, Judge, Acting Vice 1 President, and M. Iasson 
Stavropoulos, Deputy Judge called upon to sit owing to the inability of a 
titular judge to attend, the aforementioned have hereunto subscribed their 
signatures as well as myself, AVolf, Registrar of the Tribunal. 

(Signatures) Albert Deveze. 

A. van Rijckevorsel. 

Iasson Stavropoulos. 

Francis AVolf. 


Exhibit No. 37S-C 

[Unofficial translation] 

INTERNATIONAL LABOUR ORGANISATION 
Administrative Tribunal 
Judgment No. 15 

ORDINARY SESSION OF AUGUST— SEPTEMBER 1054 

Sitting of G September 1954 

In the Matter of Mr. David Leff Against United Nations Educational, 
Scientific, and Cultural Organisation 

The Administrative Tribunal of the International Labour Organisation, 

Having had referred to it a complaint submitted against the United Nations 
Educational, Scientific, and Cultural Organisation on 24 March 1954 by Mr. 
David Leff, au official of that organisation, asking that “the Tribunal be pieased 
to judge that the order given by the Director General of UNESCO to Mr. 
David Leff on 3 and 11 December 1953 and on 22 March 1954 cannot be validly 
given under the regulations and rules in force, that it enjoins an international 
official to perform an act foreign to the service and to his obligations, and that 
in consequence it must be rescinded 

Considering the memorandum of reply to the said complaint submitted by the 
defendant Organisation on 23 April 1954 ; 

Considering the additional memorandum deposited by the complainant on 
10 May 1954 ; 

Considering the memorandum of rejoinder of the defendant Organisation dated 
2 June 1954; 

Having had referred to it a statement submitted in his own name on 10 
August 1954 by Mr. Harry Dawes, Chairman of the Staff Association of 
UNESCO ; 

Considering the pleadings exchanged by the representatives of the parties 
during the hearing; 

Considering that the complaint is receivable in form : 

Considering that the facts of the case are the following : 

(1) On 17 August 1951, the passports of the complainant, his wife and his two 
children, all citizens of the United States of America, were withdrawn from him 
by the Consulate of the United States in Paris; 


SCOPE OF SOVIET ACTIVITY IN THE UNITED STATES 2179 


(2) On 15 May 1953, a summons to appear (subpoena) before the Federal 
Grand Jury in New York was notified to the complainant, ordering him to appear 
on 21 May 1953 “to testify and give evidence” concerning a possible violation of 
Section 371, title 18, U. S. Code : “Conspiracy to commit offence or to defraud the 
United States” : 

(3) The complainant summoned as a witness not having replied to that sum- 
mons on the date fixed, the Acting Director General of the defendant Organisa- 
tion was informed that the competent authorities had refused to consider as 
legitimate the grounds invoked by the complainant for not appearing; in conse- 
quence, the Acting Director General, by a letter dated 22 May 1953 informed the 
complainant of his decision to proceed to an investigation into the circumstances 
of the summons addressed to the complainant and the validity of the grounds 
invoked by him for refraining from complying therewith ; by the same letter, the 
Acting Director General, relying on Article 92, paragraph (e) of the Stuff Rules, 
suspended the complainant, with pay, on the grounds that his refusal to reply to 
the summons constituted prirna facie evidence of conduct incompatible with his 
obligations as a staff member of UNESCO as they are laid down in Staff Regula- 
tion 1.4 ; 

(4) By a letter of 27 May 1953 the complainant introduced an appeal before 
the Appeals Board of UNESCO seeking the rescission of the suspension decision 
and the abandonment of the investigation ordered by the Acting Director 
General ; 

(5) On 27 July 1953 the Appeals Board gave the opinion : 

(u) that the suspension pronounced against the complainant be rescinded; 
(b) that the complainant be reinstated: (c) that for the rest, the complainant 
was not justified in asking that an end be put to the investigation ; 

(6) By a letter dated 29 July 1953 the Director General consequently instructed 
the complainant to report for duty on 30 July ; 

(7) On 30 July 1953 the Director General verbally proposed to the complainant, 
in the event of his going to New York and being unable to return to Paris, to 
transfer him, “with his post”, to New York, this transfer to include the payment 
of the travel expenses of his family and the transport of his possessions ; 

(8) By a letter dated 3 August 1953 the complainant informed the Director 
General that before replying to the proposal thus made, he wished to exercise his 
right as a citizen of the United States to ask to be questioned in Paris and 
requested time for this purpose ; 

(9) By a letter dated 24 September 1953, the Director General was informed by 
the Embassy of the United States in Paris that “With reference to Mr. David N. 
Left’s request that his testimony * * * be taken in Paris * * * the Grand Jury 
considers that the subpoena served Mr. Left requiring that he appear in New 
York * * * is still in effect” and that “The Grand Jury does not intend, there- 
fore, to respond to Mr. Left’s inquiry” ; this letter was communicated to the 
complainant on 25 September 1953 ; 

(10) By a letter dated 22 October 1953 the complainant informed the Director- 
General of the negative result of his negotiations and asked UNESCO to under- 
take official negotiations to secure that his testimony be accepted in Paris; 

(11) By a letter dated 18 November 1953 the Director-General informed the 
complainant of his refusal to undertake officially negotiations of this nature, 
considering that it was for the competent judicial authority to decide on the 
procedure to be followed ; 

(12) By a letter dated 3 December 1953 the Director-General informed the 
complainant that, having received no reply to his offer of transfer, he instructed 
him to proceed to New York to respond to the subpeona of the Grand Jury. This 
letter stated inter alia : 

“For reasons I gave you in my letter of 18 November 1953, I cannot accept your 
suggestion that I should make a request to the Grand Jury to apply the provisions 
which exist for taking testimony abroad. Such an intervention has not been 
made in the past. 1 must repeat what I have said before, that you have not 
satisfied me that any of your rights would be jeopardized by your response to the 
subpoena, or by your acceptance of the offer I have made to transfer you, and 
your post, to the New York office. 

“You indicated in your letter that you are still not in a position to accept my 
offer which you will remember, X first made on 30 July 1953. In the circum- 
stances, I feel obliged to instruct you to proceed to New York for the purpose of 
responding to the Grand Jury’s subpoena” ; 
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(13) This instruction was repeated in a letter dated 11 December 1933 by which 
the Director General instructed the complainant to make the necessary arrange- 
ments for this purpose before 17 December 1953 ; this letter read as follows : 


11 December 1953. 


Dear Mr. Leff: In reply to your letter of 7 December 1953, I am obliged to 
remind you that I and the Acting Director General before me have alw T ays con- 
sidered that your refusal to respond to the subpoena addressed to you by the 
judicial authorities of your country is a serious matter which can gravely 
damage the prestige and reputation of the Organisation. 

On 3 December 1953, I instructed you to go to New York to respond to the 
subpoena in order that prejudice may not he caused to this Organisation which 
you have undertaken to serve with its interests alone in view. However, I have 
only done this after giving yon guarantees, which I consider satisfactory, as to 
your fears regarding the continuation of your employment by UNESCO and 
separation from your family. These guarantees are contained in the promise 
made in my letter of 3 December that I will, at your request, transfer you to 
work in the New York Office and arrange for the transportation of your family 
to the United States if you are not in a position to return to your work in Paris. 

It follows that my letter is in no sense an instruction that you and your post 
shall be transferred to New York. I am completely safeguarding the possibility 
for you to return to your work in Paris. 

In the circumstances, I can only repeat the instructions given in my letter 
of 3 December, and I request that before 17 December you make the necessary 
arrangements with the Head of the Bureau of Personnel and Management to 
leave for New York in the near future. 

I consider that it would serve no useful purpose to take up certain misstate- 
ments contained in your letter of 7 December regarding matters on which you 
have already received full explanation. 

Yours sincerely. 


(Signed) Luther H. Evans, 

Director General. 


(14) By a letter dated 14 December 1953 the complainant informed the Direc- 
tor General of his intention to lay the matter before the Appeals Board; 

(15) By a letter dated 17 December 1953 the Director General informed the 
complainant that in view of the exceptional circumstances of the affair, he had 
decided to rescind that part of his letter of 11 December 1953 which required 
the complainant to make arrangements by 17 December 1953 for his departure; 
he added that he would inform the complainant at a later time of the date by 
which he required him to make these arrangements ; this letter read as follows : 

17 December 1 953. 


Dear Mr. Leff : I have your letter of 14 December 1953, in which you express 
the hope that I will consent to await the result of your appeal against my order 
before taking further action. 

I have discussed this suggestion with my advisers and also with the Executive 
Committee of the Staff Association. I have decided, in view of the exceptional 
circumstances of the affair, to rescind that part of my letter of 11 December 
1953 which required you to make arrangements by 17 December for your depar- 
ture to New York at an early date. I will, at a later time, inform you of the 
date by which I require you to make these arrangements. 

Yours sincerely, 


( Signed ) Luther H. Evans, 

Director General. 


(1G) By a complaint dated 28 December 1953 the complainant requested the 
Appeals Board to express the opinion that the order given to him to go to New 
York for the purpose of giving testimony before the Grand Jury “could not be 
validly given under the regulations and rules in force, that it enjoins an inter- 
national official to perform an act foreign to the service and that in consequence 
it must be withdrawn” ; 

(17) On 8 March 1954 the Appeals Board expressed the opinion “that the 
decision dated 3 and 11 December 1353 should be rescinded in so far as it orders 
Mr. Leff to go to New York to comply with the summons to appear before the 
Grand Jury”; it added that the same might not have applied if it had been a 
question of a writ of summons and not a subpoena ; 
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(18) By a letter dated 16 March 1954 the Director General indicated to the 
complainant that, by a letter dated 13 March 1954, he had been informed by the 
Permanent Delegate of the United States to UNESCO that the United States 
District Court for the Southern District of New York had issued, on 11 March 
1954, an order enjoining the complainant to show cause, on 25 March 1954, why 
he should not be adjudged for criminal contempt of court for having refused to 
appear before the Grand Jury pursuant to a subpoena ; 

(19) On 16 March 1954 the complainant received by registered letter a copy 
of the order to show cause and asked the head of the Bureau of Personnel and 
Management of UNESCO whether such an order could be properly served on 
the international territory of UNESCO; 

(20) By a letter dated 16 March 1954 the head of the Bureau of Personnel and 
Management stated, on behalf of the Director General, that the premises of 
UNESCO being inviolable, no service of legal process might take place thereon 
except with the consent of, and under conditions approved by, the Director 
General, which consent had been neither requested nor given ; 

(21) By a letter dated 22 March 1954 the Director General informed the 
complainant that he had been officially informed of the issue of the order to 
show cause by the United States District Court for the Southern District of New 
York and instructed the complainant to satisfy the requirements of the judicial 
authorities of the United States ; this letter read as follows : 


Paris, 22 March 1954 . 


Dear Mr. Leff : I have given all due consideration to the opinion dated 9 March 
1954, rendered by the Appeals Board and concerning my instruction for you to 
proceed to New York in answer to the subpoena issued to you by the United 
States Grand Judy and served on you on 15 May 1953. 

I have also been officially informed that the United States District Court for 
the Southern District of New York has issued an order for you to show cause, 
on 25 March of this year, why you should not be cited for contempt for failure 
to respond to the above mentioned subpoena. 

In the light of these developments, I hereby instruct you to satisfy the require- 
ments of the judicial authorities of the United States, and I request you to let 
me know what steps you are taking to this effect. 

I want you to know that I shall attach the greatest importance to the judge- 
ment which will be rendered by the United States District Court for the Southern 
District of New York. 

Yours sincerely, 


(Signed) Luther H. Evans, 

Director General. 


(22) By a letter dated 27 March 1954 the Director General was informed by 
the Permanent Delegate of the United States to UNESCO that the said Court 
had found the complainant hi contempt of court and had issued a bench warrant 
against him ; 

(23) On 6 April 1954 a notice of cross-motion filed with the United States Dis- 
trict Court for the Southern District of New York made known that the com- 
plainant moved that the subpoena, bench warrant and order to show cause be 
quashed upon the ground that a Grand Jury subpoena could not be served outside 
the United States, that the respondent was never served with process and that 
the Court was without jurisdiction over his person ; 

(24) By a letter dated 15 April 1954 to the Chairman of the Appeals Board, 
the Director General informed him that the judicial authorities of the United 
States had issued the order to show cause to which the Appeals Board had 
formally referred in its opinion of 8 March 1954 and in the absence of which the 
Appeals Board had considered that it was not for the Director General to order 
the complainant to go to New York; the Director General added that in the 
presence of this new fact, “he reserved the right to take, in the light of the 
judgement to be adopted by the United States District Court any decision con- 
cerning the complainant which he might deem necessary” ; 

Considering that the first question which arises is to know whether the order 
given by the Director General to the complainant on 22 March 1954 — by which 
the Director General instructed him to satisfy the requirements of the judicial 
authorities of the United States as formulated at that date in consequence of 
the issue of the order to show cause — forms an indivisible whole with that of 
3 December 1953 (repeated on 11 December 1953) concerning the summons 
before the Grand Jury of which the first is but the consequence ; 
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Considering that the order of 3 December 1953 (repeated on 11 December 1953) 
was partly rescinded on 17 December only in so far as it fixed the maximum time 
limit for its execution, the order itself being unquestionably maintained in 
principle ; 

Considering that it is impossible to admit that there is unity between the two 
orders; that the order of December 1953 was based on the demand for the 
personal appearance of the complainant before the Grand Jury to give testimony 
whilst that of 22 March 1954 was based on the duty of the complainant to defend 
himself before the court seized of an indictment against him ; that whereas the 
purpose of the order of December 1953 was to oblige the complainant to go to New 
York, the order of 22 March 1954 required him to satisfy the requirements of the 
judicial authorities of the United States as formulated at that date, which 
included the possibility, for the complainant, to arrange for himself to be 
represented ; 

That the two orders have thus a different basis (subpoena before the Grand 
Jury on the one hand and, on the other hand, writ of summons before the court) 
and a different purpose (personal appearance in the first case and freedom to be 
represented in the second case, at the time of formulation of the order) ; 

Considering that at the time when the first order was given the complainant 
had not yet become involved as an accused person, as was the case when the order 
of 22 March 1954 was given ; 

Considering that it was thus that the Appeals Board, on 8 March 1954, con- 
sidered that the Director General was not, on the basis of the facts existing 
at that date, justified in giving this order ; 

Considering therefore that the two orders must be considered as distinct and 
subjected to separate examination through separate procedures ; 

On the Order of 3 and 11 December 1953 : 

Considering that the defendant Organisation pleads that the order has been 
replaced and completely rescinded by the subsequent order of 22 March 1954 ; 

Considering nevertheless that in fact the order of December 1953 has never 
been explicitly withdrawn as regards the part subsisting after the notification 
dated 17 December of the same year and that, besides, this order has in no way 
become non-executable as long as it is not established that the procedure before 
the Grand Jury which gave rise to the issue of the subpoena has finally been 
dropped ; 

That the statements subsequently made by the defendant Organisation as to 
the total i*escission of the order are devoid of relevance, as the situation must be 
determined at the time when the Appeals Board issued its opinion, whereas the 
Organisation participated in the meetings of the Appeals Board to defend there 
the measures impugned and against the claim of the complainant ; 

Considering that it is thus the duty of the Tribunal to examine the validity of 
this order ; 

Considering that this order obviously does not concern the actual service of 
the international Organisation ; that the latter must enjoy the full sovereignty 
of its authority and must not be to any extent subject to external influence 
emanating from any one of its States Members ; that in this respect most strict 
and clear provisions guarantee its complete independence and that of its officials ; 

Considering inter alia that Article VI, paragraph 5, of the Constitution of 
UNESCO specifies the following : 

“The responsibilities of the Director General and of the staff shall be exclusively 
international in character. In the discharge of their duties they shall not seek 
or receive instructions from any Government or from any authority external to 
the Organisation. They shall refrain from any action which might prejudice 
their position as international officials. Each State member of the Organisation 
undertakes to respect the international character of the responsibilities of the 
Director General and the staff, and not to seek to influence them in the discharge 
of their duties” ; 

Considering that it is specified in UNESCO Staff Regulation 1.2 that the 
members of the staff are responsible to the Director General “in the exercise 
of their functions” ; 

Considering, besides, that Staff Regulation 1.4 provides that members of 
the Secretariat shall conduct themselves at all times in a manner consonant with 
the good repute and high purposes of the Organisation and their status as inter- 
national civil servants; that they shall not engage in any activity that is 
incompatible with the proper discharge of their duties ; that they shall avoid 
any action, and in £>articular any kind of public pronouncement which would 
adversely reflect upon their position as international officials; that while they 
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are not expected to give up their religious or political convictions or national 
sentiments, they shall at all times exercise the reserve and tact incumbent 
upon them by reason of their international responsibilities; that Staff Regu- 
lation 1.9 provides that oil accepting appointment each staff member shall sub- 
scribe to a declaration whereby he undertakes to exercise the functions entrusted 
to him with the interests of the Organisation only in view ; 

Considering that it does not follow from the above mentioned texts that the 
conduct of an official with regard to the Government of his country, although 
outside the actual service of the international Organisation, is entirely outside 
the control of the disciplinary authority of the Organisation ; 

That on the contrary this is the case when that conduct is judged to be 
seriously likely to affect the dignity of the official and the prestige of the or- 
ganisation to which he belongs — a point of fact Gf which the appreciation will 
vary according to the circumstances of each case ; 

That the validity of the order in dispute therefore depends entirely on whether, 
if on 3 and 11 December 1953, this fact was established to the point that the 
intervention of the authority of the Director General was justified ; 

Considering that the Appeals Board formally expressed the view that at that 
date disciplinary action was not justified, the circumstances required for such 
action not being met since there was only a question, in the case of the com- 
plainant, of abstention from appearing in New York as a witness in the investi- 
gation of the Grand Jury ; 

Considering that the opinion thus expressed by the Appeals Board should be 
subscribed to and that in consequence the order of 3 and 11 December 1953 
should be rescinded ; 

On the order of 22 march 1954 : 

Considering that as regards the said order the Tribunal can only note that 
it has not thus far been the subject of an appeal before the Appeals Board; 

That Article YII of the Statute of the Tribunal provides that a complaint 
shall not be receivable unless the decision impunged is a final decision and 
the person concerned has exhausted such other means of resisting it as are open 
to him under the applicable staff regulations ; 

Considering in fact that the time limit provided for in Article 10 of the 
Provisional Rules of the Appeals Board for filing an appeal against the order 
in question has now expired ; but that if no appeal was made, this is obviously 
because, in the view of the complainant, no distinction was to be made between 
the order of 3 and 11 December 1953 and the order of 22 March 1954 ; 

That it is therefore in the strict interests of impartial justice that the 
time limit for appeal be reopened as from the date of the present judgment 
so that the complainant may exercise his right freely and completely before 
the Appeals Board to challenge the validity of the order under dispute, par- 
ticularly in setting forth all the considerations relating to the circumstances 
under which the penal procedure taken against him was opened and followed, 
taking into account the nature of the indictment to which he has to reply. 

On the grounp as aforesaid : 

The Tribunal, 

Rejecting all wider or contrary conclusions, 

Declares in law that the orders made in December 1953 and in March 1954 
are distinct and must be the subject of separate appeals procedures ; 

Declares the complaint receivable and founded in so far as it relates to the 
order of 3 December 1953 repeated on 11 December following ; 

Orders the rescission of the said order ; 

For the remainder, declares the complaint at present irreceivable in so far 
as it relates to the order of 22 March 1954 ; 

Declares that the time limit of fifteen days statutorily granted to the com- 
plainant to file an appeal against this order with the Appeals Board is re- 
opened as from the date of the present judgment ; 

As regards the statement of Mr. Harry Downs, in so far as it is made in his 
own name, declares it receivable in form, founded in so far as it relates to the 
order of 3 and 11 December 1953, and irreceivable for the rest ; 

Considering that the statement cannot give rise to the granting of damages and 
that the fact that it is received cannot entail any consequence other than the 
granting of expenses incurred in connection with the statement ; 

Orders the defendant Organisation to pay the complainant the sum of three 
hundred dollars by way of participation in expenses : 

Further orders the defendant Organisation to bear such expenses as may 
be justified by the declarant Dawes, up to a maximum of one hundred dollars ; 
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In witness of which judgment, pronounced in public sitting on 6 September 
1954 by His Excellency M. Albert Deveze, President, Jonkheer van Rijckevorsel, 
Acting Vice President, and M. Iasson Stavropoulos, Deputy Judge, called upon 
to sit owing to the inability of a titular judge to attend, the aforementioned 
have hereunto subscribed their signatures as well as myself, Wolf, Registrar 
of the Tribunal. 

Albert Devize. 

A. van Rijckevorsel. 

Iasson Stavropoulos. 

Francis Wolf. 


(Exhibit No 378-D 
[Unofficial translation] 

INTERNATIONAL LABOUR ORGANISATION 
Administrative Tribunal 
Judgement No. 23 

FIFTH ORDINARY SESSION (PART II), GENEVA, OCTOBER 1955 

Sitting of 29 October 1955 

In the Matter of Mrs. Kathryn Pankey Against United Nations Educational, 
Scientific, and Cultural Organisation 

The Administrative Tribunal of the International Labour Organisation. 

Having had referred to it a complaint submitted against the United Nations 
Educational, Scientific and Cultural Organisation on 13 September 1955 by Mrs. 
Kathryn Pankey, a former official of that Organisation, asking that the Tribunal 
be pleased to rescind the decision taken on 20 June 1955 terminating the com- 
plainant’s appointment and, in default of reinstatement, to enjoin the defendant 
Organization to pay to the complainant by way of damages a sum equivalent to 
three years’ salary, together with an indemnity of $10,000 ; 

Considering the memorandum of reply to the said complaint submitted by the 
defendant Organization on G October 1955; 

Having had referred to it a statement submitted in his own name, in his status 
as an official of the defendant Organization, holder of an indeterminate appoint- 
ment, on 3 October 1955 by M. Pierre Henquet, Chairman of the Staff Association ; 

Having heard, on oath, in public sitting on 20 October 1955 Edward Joseph 
Phelan, witness cited by the complainant, whose deposition, certified true, is in 
the dossier ; 

Considering the pleadings exchanged by the representatives of the parties 
during the hearing ; 

Considering that the complaint is receivable in form ; 

Considering that the facts of the case are the following : 

(1) The complainant took up her duties with the defendant Organization on 
17 March 1952 ; 

(2) At the time when the decision complained of was taken the complainant 
was the holder of an indeterminate appointment, subject to a five-year review on 
5 May 1958 ; 

(3) In February 1953 the complainant received a questionnaire to be completed 
and returned in application of “Executive Order No. 10422 of the President of the 
United States dated 9 January 1953 prescribing procedures for making available 
to the Secretary General of the United Nations certain information concerning 
United States citizens employed or being considered for employment on the Sec- 
retariat of the United Nations” whose provisions apply to the defendant Organi- 
zation by virtue of Part III of the Order in question; the complainant did not 
complete this questionnaire ; 

(4) In March 1954, the complainant received an interrogatory from the Inter- 
national Organizations Employees Loyalty Board of the United States Civil 
Service Commission set up by Executive Order No. 10459 of 2 June 1953 amending 
Executive Order No. 10422 of 9 January 1953 interrogatory to which the com- 
plainant also did not reply ; 

(5) In June 1954, the complainant received an invitation to appear on 9 July 
1954 before the Loyalty Board, meeting at the United States Embassy in Paris ; 
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(6) By letter dated 16 July 1054 the complainant informed the Director Gen- 
eral of the reasons of conscience on which she based her refusal to appear ; 

(7) Subsequently the Director General received communication of the report 
of the Loyalty Board (advisory determination) dated 27 Augst 1054 in which 
it was stated that : 

“* * * the Board concludes that on all the evidence, there is a reasonable 
doubt as to the loyalty of the employee, Kathryn Pankey, to the Government of 
the United States.” 

(S) The complainant was herself informed of the conclusions of the Loyalty 
Board by letter of the Chairman of the Loyalty Board dated 15 September 1054, 
and was also informed of the fact that the report of the Loyalty Board had been 
transmitted to the Director General of the defendant Organization; 

(9) On 2S September 1954 the Director General set up a Special Advisory 
Board consisting of members of the staff whose task was to “examine the cases 
of certain staff members on the basis of certain information which has been 
brought to the knowledge of the Director General and in the light of the stand- 
ards of employment and conduct prescribed by the Constitution and Staff 
Regulations” ; the complainant appeared and explained her position before this 
Special Advisory Board ; 

(10) The complainant was informed by a note dated 10 December 1954 that 
she was suspended from her functions with pay until further notice in applica- 
tion of Rule 109.11 of the Staff Rules ; 

(11) By a note dated 16 December 1954 the complainant requested the 
Director General to reconsider his decision ; 

(12) The Director General declined to reconsider his decision and the com- 
plainant submitted an appeal to the UNESCO Appeals Board on 10 February 
1955, asking that the decision to suspend her be rescinded ; 

(13) On 25 July 1955 the Appeals Board, by a majority, expressed the opinion 
that the decision of the Director General dated 10 December 1954 by which 
the complainant had been suspended from her functions with pay should be 
rescinded ; 

(14) Before the Appeals Board had taken its decision the Special Advisory 
Board, referred to in paragraph 9.1.1 of the Staff Regulations and appointed by 
the Director General in accordance with Rule 109.10 of the Staff Rules, heard 
the complainant in March 1955 ; 

(15) By letter dated 20 June 1955 the Director General informed the com- 
plainant that her appointment was terminated on the same date. This letter 
stated inter alia: 

“The Special Advisory Board which I appointed in accordance with Staff 
Regulation 9.1.1 has submitted its report to me on the matter concerning you. 

“I have studied this report very carefully. 

“I regret to inform you that I have come to the conclusion that your conduct 
indicated that you do not meet the highest standards required by Article VI of 
the Constitution and by Chapter I of the Staff Regulations. 

“I have come to this conclusion because of the attitude you have adopted to 
the investigation undertaken by the United States Government under Executive 
Order 10422, as amended by Executive Order 10459, which found its principal 
expression in your refusal to respond to the invitation to appear, in July 1954, 
before the International Organizations Employees Loyalty Board of the United 
States Civil Service Commission, and because, at no time up to this date, have 
you taken any steps or shown any desire to repair, or at least to mitigate, the 
harm done to the Organization by your refusal to appear before the Board. 

“You could not have failed to realize that the attitude you have adopted 
gravely prejudiced the interests of the Organization. 

“I have indicated, and in particular, at the Eighth Session of the General 
Conference, the seriousness of the consequences of such an attitude. 

“In adopting and maintaining such an attitude, you have shown that you are 
not willing to regulate your conduct with the interests of the Organization only 
in view. 

“I am therefore obliged to terminate your appointment with effect from the 
end of the day, 20 June 1955, under the provisions of Staff Regulation 9.1.1. 

“In accordance with the terms of your indeterminate appointment you will 
receive an indemnity equivalent to Itwol months pensionable remuneration. 

“You will be paid salary and allowances in lieu of three months’ notice. 

“You will also receive any other payments to which you are entitled upon 
separation” ; 
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(16) By letter dated 24 June 1955 the complainant requested the Director 
General to reconsider his decision to terminate her appointment; 

(17) By letter dated 27 June 1955 the Director General informed the com- 
plainant that he adhered to his decision ; 

(18) On 1 July 1955 the complainant submitted an appeal to the UNESCO 
Appeals Board asking that the Director General’s decision dated 20 June 1955 
be rescinded ; 

(19) On 29 July 1955 the Appeals Board, by a majority, expressed the opinion 
that the decision of 20 June 1955 by which the complainant’s appointment 
was terminated should be rescinded ; 

(20) By letter dated 31 August 1955 the Director General informed the Chair- 
man of the Appeals Board that he could not act in accordance with this opinion. 

On the substance: 

A. Considering that the decision of 20 June 1955 terminating the appointment 
of the complainant was taken in application of Regulation 9.1.1 of the Staff 
Regulations, as adopted by the UESCO General Conference in Montevideo on 
S December 1954, this Regulation being in the following terms : 

“The Director General may also, giving his reasons therefor, terminate the 
appointment of a staff member: 

“(a) If the conduct of the staff member indicates that the staff member 
does ont meet the highest standards required by Article VI of the Consti- 
tution and by Chapter I of the Staff Regulations ; 

“(&) If facts anterior to the appointment of the staff member and relevant 
to his suitability or which reflect on his present integrity come to light, 
which, if they had been known at the time of his appointment should, under 
the standards established in the Constitution, have precluded his appointment. 

“No termination under the provisions of this Regulation shall take effect until 
the matter has been considered and reported on by a special advisory board 
appointed for that purpose by the Director General” ; 

Considering that where the Director General acts within the provisions of 
Regulation 9.1.1 he has only the statutory powers conferred on him by the Gen- 
eral Conference; that in a particular case the Tribunal’s appreciation and review 
of the exercise of this power consists in examining whether in fact the circum- 
stances of the case are such as to justify the application thereof; that if this 
were not to be the case the application of this power would be at the Director 
General’s sole pleasure ; 

Considering that Regulation 9.1.1 expressly provides that reasons must be 
given for taking the measures set forth therein and that the matter be first 
reported on by a Special Advisory Board appointed for that purpose by the 
Director General ; 

B. Considering that in this case the decision is expressly motivated by the 
attitude taken by the complainant with respect to the measures of investigation 
provided by the Government of the United States in application of Executive 
Orders Nos. 10422 and 10459, this attitude consisting principally in the refusal 
of the complainant to accede to the invitation to appear before the Loyalty Board 
in July 1954, and by the fact that after that date the complainant took no steps 
nor showed any wish to repair or mitigate the harm which was deemed to have 
been suffered by the Organization as a result of her refusal to appear, when she 
could not ignore the gravity of such harm ; 

Considering that the submissions of the defendant oblige the Tribunal, in 
order to carry out its functions under the provisions of Article II of its Statute, 
to seek in what manner and to what extent the interests of the Organization may 
have been prejudiced ; 

Considering that the difficulties having arisen within the defendant Organiza- 
tion are that one Member State, in default of obtaining the removal of those of 
its citizens being officials finding themselves in a situation similar to that of 
the complainant, appeared to be considering withdrawing its participation and 
support from the Organzation ; that in particular an express statement in this 
sense was made before the Subcommittee on Appropriations of the House of 
Representatives of this State by one of the members of the delegation of the 
said State at the Montevideo Conference; 

That it is significant that the Director General on 10 December 1954, that is 
to say on the date following that on which the Staff Regulations conferred upon 
him the new power, invoked such power against the three parties concerned, in 
order to suspend them from their duties and to take those procedural measures 
against them arising out of which the decisions to terminate them, now before 
the Tribunal, were taken ; 
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That besides there is no indication that there was any other reason for con- 
sidering that the interests of the Organization were imperilled : 

That the safeguarding erga omncs of the independence and impartiality of 
the Organization is also vital and must not be lost sight of ; 

C. Considering that the complainant could, in conscience, he persuaded that 
she was within her rights, that besides it has never been alleged that the com- 
plainant had been the object of legal proceedings in her own country by reason 
of the attitude complained against, since a purely administrative procedure was 
involved ; that exception could not be taken against her, for having failed in her 
employment to determine precisely the gravity and imminence of the danger 
which may have imperilled certain interests of the Organization ; 

Considering that no exception can be taken against her on such grounds nor 
could she be reproached with having abstained from taking steps for which no 
particulars were given and in addition never requested of her, in order to repair 
or mitigate the difficulties to which the Organization was subject ; 

Considering that the Director General adduces, however, from the complain- 
ant’s attitude and from the maintenance of this attitude that the complainant 
showed that she did not wish to regulate her conduct with the interests of the 
Organization only in view ; 

That in consequence on 20 June 1955 the Director General terminated the 
complainant’s appointment with immediate effect (at the same time according to 
her those indemnities to which she was entitled under Regulation 9.3 of the Staff 
Regulations and Rule 104.7 (e) of the Staff Rules), after having consulted the 
Special Advisory Board set up in Regulation 9.1.1 of the Staff Regulations and 
after carefully studying, as he states, the report of this Board ; 

D. Considering that it must be observed that the decision taken is based 
solely on paragraph (a) of Regulation 9.1.1 of the Staff Regulations which gives 
to the Director General the power to terminate an official’s appointment “if the 
conduct of the staff member indicates that the staff member does not meet the 
highest standards required by Article VI of the Constitution and by Chapter I 
of the Staff Regulations” ; 

That, on the basis of this wording, the clear distinction between the notions, 
respectively, of integrity and loyalty is henceforward not in issue; that the 
grounds adduced are based on the duty of officials “to conduct themselves at all 
times in a manner befitting their status as international civil servants,” “to bear 
in mind the reserve and tact incumbent upon them by reason of their interna- 
tional status” and at no time to lose sight of the interests of the international 
organization for which they serve ; 

Considering that paragraph (b) of Regulation 9.1.1 deals only with facts 
anterior to appointment or facts which, if they had been known at the time of 
the appointment should have precluded the appointment, such facts not having 
been demonstrated and not being in issue in this case ; 

E. Considering besides that there is no other motive in the case which can be 
invoked in justification of termination ; 

That the Special Advisory Board which had been voluntarily set up by the 
Director General within the defendant Organization, as early as September 1954, 
expressly stated that it could find no evidence either in the reports of the Loyalty 
Board or as a result of its own enquiries that the complainant, during her employ- 
ment in the Secretariat of the defendant Organization, had engaged in or was 
engaging in activities that could be shown to constitute misconduct under the 
terms of the Staff Regulations and Rules ; 

That it results from the complainant’s performance reports that she has never 
been the subject of any reproach ; that on the contrary the appreciations con- 
tained therein were entirely laudatory as regards her work and performance and 
that she was promoted ; 

That the Director General was therefore entirely correct in not invoking 
against her any misconduct, breach of professional duty, or unsatisfactory 
service ; that on the contrary the representative of the defendant Organization 
has pointed out on several occasions that termination for disciplinary reasons 
was not in issue and that the sole issue was the termination of an appointment, 
with payment of indemnities, under the new Regulations on which the Director 
General relies ; 

F. Considering that the defendant Organization objects to the production of 
the report of the Special Advisory Board which was set up in 1955 on the basis 
of the amended Regulations adopted by the General Conference ; 

That this objection is motivated by a text inserted by the Director General 
himself in the rules which he drew up in order to give effect to the new provisions 
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of the Staff Regulations by virtue of the powers conferred on him under the 
said Regulations; that this text stipulates (Staff Rule 109.10) that the proceed- 
ings and records of the Board shall be secret and confidential ; 

That if this provision made by the Director General in application of the 
regulations adopted by the General Conference were to be considered as lawful, 
it would have as its effect to remove from the Special Advisory Board its principal 
object; that in reporting to the Administrative Commission of the General Con- 
ference (document 8C/ADM/14, paragraph 11), the author of the text declared 
himself on the subject of this Advisory Board as follows: “This is one way in 
which it is considered that staff members may be protected from the possibility of 
arbitrary decisions” ; that where the opinion given is confidential to the Director 
General alone, such additional guarantee promised against arbitrary decisions 
is unavailing ; 

That where the competent jurisdiction for reviewing the decision of the 
Director General is not able, any more than the complainant, to have cognizance 
of the opinion of the Special Advisory Board, and where, besides, the Director 
General is entirely free not to take account of such opinion and is thereby not 
subject to any outside review, it would have sufficed to permit the Director 
General to be counseled accordingly thereon by such adviser as he thought fit; 
that this cannot be imagined to have been the impression which led to the vote 
in the General Conference, the Conference being manifestly desirous to effectively 
protect staff members whose appointments would be terminated under Staff 
Regulation 9.1.1, from arbitrary decisions ; 

Considering that the deposition made under oath by Mr. Phelan, Chairman 
of the said Board, cited as a witness, shows that the members of the Board 
did not, in accepting to serve, impose a condition of secrecy; that they questioned 
the Director General on his intentions in this regard, which was proper, but 
did not have as a legal result to deprive the Director General from disposing 
of the report as he thought fit ; 

That the objection to the production of the report of the Board which was 
available to the Director General removes an element from the appreciation of 
the Tribunal competent to pronounce on the regularity of the decision taken; 
that the regulations having been observed in the letter the Tribunal may not 
order thereon, but that in any event it was unable in its consultations to take 
into account this unknown element ; 

G. Considering that the complainant submits that the provisions of the new 
Regulations adopted in December 1954 are not applicable in her case since the 
facts set up against her took place prior to such adoption ; 

That this submission is unfounded, the Director General having been accorded 
the power to review the conduct of a staff member, the appointment of whom 
is to be terminated, solely with regard to the high standards required of an 
international official, and that he is free in this respect to take into account 
those elements on which he considers his decision may be based; 

That without doubt, the granting of such a power opens the door to a great 
extent to arbitrary decisions: that it fully justifies the preoccupations of those 
desirous of providing at the same time sure and effective guaranties; that the 
Administrative Tribunal must watch over the jurisdictional review which it 
exercises ; but that the texts exclude the submission based on their retroactive 
application : 

II. Considering that where the Director General has the power to terminate 
an indeterminate appointment, this is clearly subject to the implied condition 
that this authority must be exercised only for the good of the service and in the 
interest of the Organization ; 

Considering that it is in the light of this principle that the facts in this case 
should be examined : 

Considering that Regulation 1.4 of the Staff Regulations of the defendant 
Organization is as follows: 

“Members of the Secretariat shall conduct themselves at all times in a manner 
befitting their status as international civil servants. They shall not engage in 
any activity that is incompatible with the proper discharge of their duties with 
the Organization. They shall avoid any action and in particular any kind of 
public pronouncement which may adversely reflect on their status, or on the 
integrity, independence and impartiality which are required by that status. 
While they are not expected to give up their national sentiments, or their politi- 
cal and religious convictions, they shall at all times bear in mind the reserve and 
Jact incumbent upon them by reason of their international status”; 
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Considering that, in thus clearly establishing the entire freedom of conscience 
recognized to international officials in respect of both their philosophical convic- 
tions and their political opinions, the Regulations impose on them the duty to 
abstain from all acts capable of being interpreted as associating them with 
propaganda or militant proselytism in any sense whatever; 

That this abstention is rigorously imposed on them by the overriding interest 
of the international organization to which they owe their loyalty and devotion; 

I. Considering that, when consulted by the Staff Association of the defend- 
ant Organization on the obligation incumbent on members of the staff to reply 
to questionnaires issued by authorities of their respective countries, the Director- 
General declared that the answer must depend only on the conscience of the 
individual, except that he should not lie and should have regard to the conse- 
quences which the refusal to reply might have for him ; 

Considering, however, that in respect of the invitation to appear before the 
Loyalty Board it is established that the complainant approached the Director 
General only at a late date, so that the latter would not have been able to give 
her advice in sufficient time ; 

J. Considering that, in order to review all factors, it is necessary to enquire 
whether the acts or omissions of the complainant could be considered as justify- 
ing the application of paragraph (a) of Regulation 9.1.1 of the Staff Regulations, 
on the grounds that in themselves they caused doubt to exist as to whether she 
fulfilled the highest standards required of an international official; 

Considering that the complainant does not challenge the legitimate character 
of the enquiry made within the staff by the Sxiecial Advisory Board set uf) by the 
Director General on 2S September 1954, following the submission to the Director- 
General of the report made against her by the Loyalty Board in default of her 
appearance; 

That this measure is in accordance with the undertaking made with the State 
member concerned under arrangements approved by the Executive Board and 
General Conference of the defendant Organization ; that this was solely an under- 
taking that any information which the Government of the State concerned might 
desire to submit to the Director General would “be studied with care’’ and that 
he would “certainly give every consideration to it, in the light of the Constitution 
of UNESCO and all other relevant provisions and x>olicies which may have been 
or may be laid down by the appropriate organs of UNESCO” ; 

That the Special Advisory Board set up on 2S September 1954 exxressed the 
opinion, as referred to above, that it could find no evidence that the complainant 
had engaged or was engaging in activities during her employment, that could be 
shown to be misconduct under the Staff Regulations and Staff Rules; the Board 
concluding however that the attitude adopted by the complainant as well as the 
reasons given for her attitude gave rise to serious doubts about the degree of confi- 
dence that could be placed in her integrity, judgment and loyalty to the Organiza- 
tion ; that the Board found justification for this opinion in stating that in a situa- 
tion which, in its opinion, was clearly harmful to the Organization, the com- 
plainant maintained that adherence to her own personal views was more import- 
ant than the interests of the Organization ; 

That this opinion restates in different terms the reasons invoked for the deci- 
sion taken ; 

K. Considering however that when requested to give an opinion on the decision 
itself, the Appeals Board, presided over by an eminent magistrate enjoying the 
confidence of all parties and composed jointly of members appointed by the 
Director General and members appointed by the Staff Association, came unani- 
mously to a diametrically opposed conclusion ; that after a full hearing and a 
thorough study of all the facts in the case, it unanimously concluded that the 
complainants had not failed in the high standards required of members of the 
Secretariat, had not committed acts incompatible with the integrity required of 
them and had not disregarded the true interest of the Organization ; that, as a 
consequence, the decisions to terminate them had no basis in law and that the 
said complainants had shown cause for requesting reinstatement ; that the Tri- 
bunal fully agrees with this particularly authoritative opinion ; 

That the Court must besides take into consideration the due care required of it 
in appreciating the validity of the decision taken, by reason of the striking and in- 
defensible disproportion between the alleged attitude of the complainant and the 
measure taken against her, jDutting an end to the career on which she based her 
future, when no complaint regarding her work had been alleged ; that from this 
standpoint it is of no moment that the termination was not a disciplinary action 
in the formal sense of the Regulations and that certain indemnities were accorded, 
72723— 57— pt. 38 7 
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when the fundamental result is to deprive the party concerned of her employment 
by exposing her to all the risks and distress of an uncertain future; 

L. Considering that it is thus established that the ground for complaint of the 
Director General is based solely on the refusal of the official to participate in 
measures of verbal or written enquiry to which his national Government considers 
it necessary to subject him ; 

That the Director General of an international organization cannot associate 
himself with the execution of the policy of the Government authorities of any 
State member without disregarding the obligations imposed on all international 
officials without distinction and, in consequence, without misusing the authority 
which has been conferred on him solely for the purpose of directing that Organi- 
zation towards the achievement of its own, exclusively international objectives; 

That this duty of the Director General is governed by Article VI, paragraph 5, 
of the Constitution of the defendant Organization in the following terms : 

“The responsibilities of the Director General and of the staff shall be exclu- 
sively international in character. In the discharge of their duties they shall not 
seek or receive instructions from any Government or from any authority external 
to the Organization. They shall refrain from any action which might prejudice 
their position as international officials. Each State Member of the Organization 
undertakes to respect the international character of the responsibilities of the 
Director General and the staff, and not to seek to influence them in the discharge 
of their duties.*’ 

Considering that the fact that in this case the doubts raised as to the loyalty 
of the complainant to her own Government brought by a Government which enjoys 
in all respects the highest prestige, must be without any influence upon the con- 
sideration of the facts in the case and the determination of the principles whose 
respect the Tribunal must ensure ; 

That it will suffice to realize that if any one of the seventy-four States and 
Governments involved in the defendant Organization brought against an official, 
one of its citizens, an accusation of disloyalty and claimed to subject him to an 
enquiry in similar, or analogous conditions, the attitude adopted by the Director 
General would constitute a precedent obliging him to lend his assistance to such 
enquiry and, moreover, to invoke the same disciplinary or statutory consequences, 
the same withdrawal of cofidence and the same application of Regulation 9.1.1. 
of the Staff Regulations, on the basis of any opposal by the person concerned 
to the action of his national Government ; 

That if this were to be the case there would result for all international 
officials, in matters touching on conscience, a state of uncertainty and inse- 
curity prejudicial to the performance of their duties and liable to provoke 
disturbances in the international administration such as cannot be imagined to 
have been in the intention of those who drew up the Constitution of the defendant 
Organization ; 

M. Considering that it has been shown above that the attitude of the complain- 
ant towards the Loyalty Board in no way justifies the existence of serious doubts 
as to the high standards required of an international official ; 

That neither does it appear that the complainant placed her own interests above 
the true interest of the Organization, as defined above ; 

Considering therefore that the only ground for complaint adduced by the 
Director General to justify the application to the complainant of Regulation 
9. 1. 1. of the Staff Regulations, that is to say her opposal to the investiga- 
tions of her own Government, is entirely unfounded ; 

N. Considering that it results therefrom that the decision taken must be 
rescinded, the said decision not resting on any provision of the Staff Regula- 
tions ; that nevertheless the Tribunal does not have the power to order reinstate- 
ment, which requires a positive act of the Director-General, over whom the Tri- 
bunal has no hierarchical authority ; 

That in the absence of such a power and unless the Director General should 
consider himself in a position to reconsider his decision in this manner, the Tri- 
bunal is none the less competent to order equitable reparation of the damage 
suffered by the complainant by reason of the measure of which she was the 
object ; 

On prejudice : 

Considering that should the complainant not be reinstated with full rights, she 
should be compensated for the material and moral prejudice which she has 
suffered by reason of the decision taken ; 

That such prejudice may be assessed ex aequo et bono at two years’ base salary, 
without any setoff of the indemnities which she has been accorded; 
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Considering that the annual base salary of the complainant amounted to 
810,000 French francs ; 

That there are no grounds for allocating a supplementary idemnity by reason 
of the suspension with salary dated 10 December 1954, a measure which the 
Director General was entitled to take within the limits of his authority and 
which cannot be considered in the circumstances as having increased the prejudice 
suffered ; 

On the grounds as aforesaid 

The tribunal, 

Rejecting any wider or contrary conclusions, 

Declares the complaint to be receivable as to form ; 

Declares that it is competent ; 

Orders the decision taken to be rescinded and declares in law that a legal basis 
therefor cannot be found in the Staff Regulations ; 

In consequence, should the defendant not reconsider the decision taken and 
reinstate the complainant, orders the said defendant to pay to the complainant 
an amount equal to 2 years’ base salary, namely 1,638,000 French francs to- 
gether with interest at 4 per centum from 20 June 1055, without any setoff 
of the indemnities accorded to her at the time of termination of her appointment; 

Orders the defendant Organization to pay to the complainant the sum of $300 
by way of participation in the costs of her defense : 

Pronouncing on the application to intervene made by M. Henquet; 

Considering that such intervention is receivable in so far as it is made by 
M. Henquet in his own name, an official of the defendant Organization, holder 
of an indeterminate appointment ; 

Considering that the intervention is founded, in so far as recognized by this 
judgment ; 

Orders the defendant Organization to bear the expenses for which justification 
is provided by the intervenor up to a maximum of $40. 

In witness of which judgment, pronounced at the Palais des Nations, Geneva, 
in public sitting on 29 October 1955, by His Excellency M. Albert Devize, Presi- 
dent, Jonkheer van Rijckevorsel, Judge, Acting Vice President, and M. Iasson 
Stavropoulos, Deputy Judge, called upon to sit owing to the inability of a titular 
judge to attend, the aforementioned have hereunto subscribed their signatures 
as well as myself, Wolf, Registrar of the Tribunal. 

(Signatures) Albert Deveze. 

A. van Rijckevorsel. 

Iasson Stavropoulos. 

Francis Wolf. 


Exhibit No. 378 — E 
[Unofficial translation] 

INTERNATIONAL LABOUR ORGANISATION 
Administrative Tribunal 
J'udgment No. 24 

FIFTH ORDINARY SESSION (PART II), GENEVA, OCTOBER 1955 

Sitting of 29 October 1955 

In the Matter of Miss Helene Van Gelder Against United Nations Educa- 
tional, Scientific, and Cultural Organization 

The Administrative Tribunal of the International Labour Organisation, 
Having had referred to it a complaint submitted against the United Nations 
Educational, Scientific, and Cultural Organization on 13 September 1955 by Miss 
H61£ne Van Gelder, a former official of that Organization, asking that the 
Tribunal be pleased to rescind the decision taken on 20 June 1955 terminating 
the complainant's appointment and, in default of reinstatement to enjoin the 
defendant Organization to pay to the complainant by way of damages a sum 
equivalent to three years salary together with an indemnity of $10,000 ; 

Considering the memorandum of reply to the said complainant submitted by 
the defendant Organization on 6 October 1955 ; 
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Having had referred to it a statement submitted in his own name, in his status 
ns an official of the defendant Organization, holder of an indeterminate appoint- 
ment, on 3 October 1955 by M. Pierre Henquet, Chairman of the Staff Association ; 

Having heard, on oath, in public sitting on 120 October 1955 Edward Joseph 
Phelan, witness cited by the complainant, whose deposition, certified true, is in 
the dossier ; 

Considering the pleadings exchanged by the representatives of the parties 
during the hearing; 

Considering that the complaint is receivable in form ; 

Considering that the facts of the case are the following : 

(1) The complainant took up her duties with the defendant Organization on 
29 July 194S ; 

(2) At the time when the decision complained of was taken the complainant 
was the holder of an indeterminate appointment, subject to a five-year review on 
1 October 1959; 

(3) In February 1953 the complainant received a questionnaire to be com- 
pleted and returned in application of “Executive Order No. 10422 of the President 
of the United States dated 9 January 1953 prescribing procedures for making 
available to the Secretary General of the United Nations certain information 
concerning United States citizens employed or being considered for employment 
on the Secretariat of the United Nations” whose provisions apply to the defendant 
Organization by virtue of Part III of the Order in question; the complainant 
completed this questionnaire and returned it ; 

(4) In February 1954, the complainant received an interrogatory from the 
International Organizations Employees Loyalty Board of the United States Civil 
Service Commission set up by Executive Order No. 10459 of 2 June 1953 amending 
Executive Order No. 30422 of 9 January 1953 interrogatory to which the com- 
plainant replied ; 

(5) In July 1954, the complainant received an invitation to appear as from 
35 July 1954 before the Loyalty Board, meeting at the United States Embassy in 
Paris ; 

(G) By letter dated 21 July 1954 the complainant informed the Director Gen- 
eral of the reasons of conscience on which she based her refusal to appear ; 

(7) Subsequently the Director General received communications of the report 
of the Loyalty Board (advisory determination) dated 15 September 1954 in which 
it was stated that : 

“* * * the Board finds that, on all the evidence, there is a reasonable doubt 
of the loyalty of Helen Julie Van Gelder to the Government of the United States.” 

(8) The complainant was herself informed of the conclusions of the Loyalty 
Board by letter of the Chairman of the Loyalty Board dated 27 September 1954, 
and was also informed of the fact that the report of the Loyalty Board had been 
transmitted to the Director General of the defendant Organization; 

(9) On 28 September 1954 the Director General set up a Special Advisory 
Board consisting of members of the staff whose task was to “examine the cases of 
certain staff members on the basis of certain information which has been brought 
to the knowledge of the Director General and in the light of the standards of 
employment and conduct prescribed by the Constitution and Staff Regulations” ; 
the complainant appeared and explained her position before this Special Advisory 
Board ; 

(10) The complainant was informed by a note dated 10 December 1954 that 
she was suspended from her functions with pay until further notice in application 
of Rule 109.11 of the Staff Rules ; 

(11) By a note dated 17 December 1954 the complainant requested the Director 
General to reconsider his decision ; 

(12) The Director General declined to reconsider his decision and the com- 
plainant submitted an appeal to the UNESCO Appeals Board on 10 February 
1955, asking that the decision to suspend her be rescinded ; 

(13) On 25 July 1955 the Appeals Board, by a majority, expressed the opinion 
that the decision of the Director General dated 10 December 1954 by which the 
complainant had been suspended from her functions with pay should be rescinded ; 

(14) Before the Appeals Board had taken its decision the Special Advisory 
Board, referred to in paragraph 9.1.1 of the Staff Regulations and appointed by 
the Director General in accordance with Rule 109.10 of the Staff Rules, heard the 
complainant in March 1955 ; 

(15) By letter dated 20 June 1955 the Director General informed the com- 
plainant that her appointment was terminated on the same date. This letter 
stated inter alia: 
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“The Special Advisory Board which I appointed in accordance with Staff Regu- 
lation 9.1.1 has submitted its report to me on the matter concerning you. 

“I have studied this report very carefully. 

“I regret to inform you that I have come to the conclusion that your conduct 
indicated that you do not meet the highest standards required by Article VI of 
the Constitution and by Chapter I of the Staff Regulations. 

“I have come to this conclusion because of the attitude you have adopted to 
the investigation undertaken by the United States Government under Executive 
Order 10422, as amended by Executive Order 10459, which found its principal 
expression in your refusal to respond to the invitation to appear, in July 1954, 
before the International Organizations Employees Loyalty Board of the United 
States Civil Service Commission, and because, at no time up to this date, have 
you taken any steps or shown any desire to repair, or at least to mitigate, the 
harm done to the Organization by your refusal to appear before the Board. 

“You could not have failed to realize that the attitude you have adopted 
gravely prejudiced the interests of the Organization. 

“I have indicated, and in particular, at the Eighth Session of the General 
Conference, the seriousness of the consequences of such an attitude. 

“In adopting and maintaining such an attitude, you have shown that you are 
not willing to regulate your conduct with the interests of the Organization only 
in view. 

“I am therefore obliged to terminate your appointment with effect from the 
end of the day, 20 June 1955, under the provisions of Staff Regulation 9.1.1. 

“In accordance with the terms of your indeterminate appointment you will 
receive an indemnity equivalent to [six] months pensionable remuneration. 

“You will be paid salary and allowances in lieu of three months’ notice. 

“You will also receive any other payments to which you are entitled upon 
separation’’ ; 

(16) By letter dated 24 June 1955 the complainant requested the Director 
General to reconsider his decision to terminate her appointment ; 

(17) By letter dated 27 June 1955 the Director General informed the com- 
plainant that he adhered to his decision ; 

(IS) On 1 July 1955 the complainant submitted an appeal to the UNESCO 
Appeals Board asking that the Director General’s decision dated 20 June 1955 
be rescinded ; 

(19) On 29 July 1955 the Appeals Board by a majority expressed the opinion 
that the decision of 20 June 1955 by which the complainant’s appointment was 
terminated should be rescinded; 

(20) By letter dated 31 August 1955 the Director General informed the Chair- 
man of the Appeals Board that he could not act in accordance with this opinion. 

Ox the substance: 

A. Considering that the decision of 20 June 1955 terminating the appointment 
of the complainant was taken in application of Regulation 9.1.1 of the Staff 
Regulations, as adopted by the UNESCO General Conference in Montevideo on 
S December 1954, this Regulation being in the following terms : 

“The Director General may also, giving his reasons therefor, terminate the 
appointment of a staff member : 

“(a) If the conduct of the staff member indicates that the staff member 
does not meet the highest standards required by Article VI of the Constitu- 
tion and by Chapter I of the Staff Regulations ; 

“(&) If facts anterior to the appointment of the staff member and relevant 
to his suitability or which reflect on his present integrity come to light, 
which, if they had been known at the time of his appointment should, under 
the standards established in the Constitution, have precluded his appoint- 
ment. 

“No termination under the provisions of this Regulation shall take effect 
until the matter has been considered and reported on by a special advisory board 
appointed for that purpose by the Director General” ; 

Considering that where the Director General acts within the provisions of 
Regulation 9.1.1 he has only the statutory powers conferred on him by the 
General Conference ; that in a particular case the Tribunal’s appreciation and 
review of the exercise of this power consists in examining whether in fact the 
circumstances of the case are such as to justify the application thereof; that 
if this were not to be the case the application of this power would be at the 
Director General’s sole pleasure ; 

Considering that Regulation 9.1.1 expressly provides that reasons must be 
given for taking the measures set forth therein and that the matter be first 
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reported on by a Special Advisory Board appointed for that purpose by the 
Director General ; 

B. Considering that in this case the decision is expressly motivated by the 
attitude taken by the complainant with respect to the measures of investigation 
provided by the Government of the United States in application of Executive 
Orders No. 10422 and 10450, this attitude consisting principally in the refusal 
of the complainant to accede to the invitation to appear before the Loyalty Board 
in July 1954, and by the fact that after that date the complainant took no steps 
nor showed any wish to repair or mitigate the harm w T hich was deemed to have 
been suffered by the Organization as a result of her refusal to appear, when she 
coxild not ignore the gravity of such harm ; 

Considering that the submissions of the defendant oblige the Tribunal, in order 
to carry out its functions under the provisions of Article II of its Statute, to seek 
in what manner and to what extent the interests of the Organization may have 
been prejudiced ; 

Considering that the difficulties having arisen within the defendant Organiza- 
tion are that one Member State, in default of obtaining the removal of those of 
its citizens being officials finding themselves in a situation similar to that of the 
complaint, appeared to be considering withdrawing its participation and support 
from the Organization ; that in particular in express statement in this sense was 
made before the Subcommittee on Appropriations of the House of Representatives 
of this State by one of the members of the delegation of the said State at the 
Montevideo Conference ; 

That it is significant that the Director General, on 10 December 1954, that is 
to say on the date following that on which the Staff Regulations conferred upon 
him the new power, invoked such power against the three parties concerned, 
in order to suspend them from their duties and to take those procedural measures 
against them a rising out of which the decisions to terminate them, now before 
the Tribunal, were taken ; 

That besides there is no indication that there was any other reason for con- 
sidering that the interests of the Organization were imperiled ; 

That the safeguarding crga omnes of the independence and impartiality of the 
Organization is also vital and must not be lost sight of ; 

C. Considering that the complainant could, in conscience, be persuaded that 
she was within her rights, that besides it has never been alleged that the com- 
plainant had been the object of legal proceedings in her own country by reason 
of the attitude complained against, since a purely administrative procedure was 
involved ; that exception could not be taken against her, for having failed in her 
employment to determine precisely the gravity and imminence of the danger 
which may have imperiled certain interests of the Organization ; 

Considering that no exception can be taken against her on such grounds nor 
could slie be reproached with having abstained from taking steps for which no 
particulars were given and in addition never requested of her, in order to repair 
or mitigate the difficulties to which the Organization was subject ; 

Considering that the Director General adduces however from the complainant’s 
attitude and from the maintenance of this attitude that the complainant showed 
that she did not wish to regulate her conduct with the interests of the Organiza- 
tion only in view ; 

That in consequence on 20 June 1955 the Director General terminated the 
complainant’s appointment with immediate effect (at the same time according 
to her those indemnities to which she was entitled under Regulation 9.3 of the 
Staff Regulations and Rule 104.7 (e) of the Staff Rules), after having consulted 
the Special Advisory Board set up in Regulation 9.1.1 of the Staff Regulations 
and after carefully studying, as he states, the report of this Board ; 

D. Considering that it must be observed that the decision taken is based solely 
on paragraph (a) of Regulation 9.1.1 of the Staff Regulations which gives to the 
Director General the power to terminate an official’s appointment “if the conduct 
of the staff member indicates that the staff member does not meet the highest 
standards required by Article VI of the Constitution and by Chapter I of the 
Staff Regulations”; 

That, on the basis of the wording, the clear distinction between the notions 
respectively of integrity and loyalty is henceforward not in issue ; that the grounds 
adduced are based on the duty of officials “to conduct themselves at all times in 
a manner befitting their status as international civil servants”, “to bear in mind 
the reserve and tact incumbent upon them by reason of their international 
status.”, and at no time to lose sight of the interests of the international or- 
ganization for which they serve ; 
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Considering that paragraph (5) of Regulation 9.1.1 deals only with facts 
anterior to appointment or facts which, if they had been known at the time of the 
appointment should have precluded the appointment, such facts not having been 
demonstrated and not being in issue in this case, 

E. Considering besides that there is no other motive in the case which can be 
invoked in justification of termination ; 

That the Special Advisory Board which had been voluntarily set up by the 
Director General within the defendant Organization, as early as September 1954, 
expressly stated that it could find no evidence either in the reports of the Loyalty 
Board or as a result of its own enquiries that the complainant, during her 
employment in the Secretariat of the defendant Organization, had engaged in or 
was engaging in activities that could be shown to constitute misconduct under the 
terms of the Staff Regulations and Rules ; 

That it results from the complainant’s performance reports that she has never 
been the subject of any reproach ; that on the contrary the appreciations con- 
tained therein were entirely laudatory as regards her work and performance 
and that she was promoted ; 

That the Director General was therefore entirely correct in not invoking 
against her any misconduct, breach of professional duty or unsatisfactory serv- 
ice; that on the contrary the representative of the defendant Organization has 
pointed out on several occasions that termination for disciplinary reasons was 
not in issue and that the sole issue was the determination of an appointment, 
with payment of indemnities, under the new Regulations on which the Director 
General relies ; 

F. Considering that the defendant Organization objects to the production of 
the report of the Special Advisory Board which was set up in 1955 on the basis 
of the amended Regulations adopted by the General Conference ; 

That this objection is motivated by a text inserted by the Director General 
himself in the rules which he drew up in order to give effect to the new pro- 
visions of the Staff Regulations by virtue of the powers conferred on him under 
the said Regulations; that this text stipulates (Staff Rule 109.10) that the pro- 
ceedings and reports of the Board shall be secret and confidential ; 

That if this provision made by the Director General in application of the 
regulations adopted by the General Conference were to be considered as law- 
ful, it would have as its effect to remove from the Special Advisory Board its 
principal object; that in reporting to the Administrative Commission of the 
General Conference (document SC/ADM/14, paragraph 11), the author of the 
text declared himself on the subject of this Advisory Board as follows: “This 
is one way in which it is considered that staff members may be protected from 
the possibility of arbitrary decisions” ; that where the opinion given is con- 
fidential to the Director General alone, such additional guarantee promised 
against arbitrary decisions is unavailing ; 

That where the competent jurisdiction for reviewing the decision of the Di- 
rector General is not able, any more than the complainant, to have cognizance 
of the opinion of the Special Advisory Board, and where, besides, the Director 
General is entirely free not to take account of such opinion and is thereby not 
subject to any outside review, it would have sufficed to permit the Director Gen- 
eral to be counseled accordingly thereon by such advisers as he thought fit; 
that this cannot be imagined to have been the impression which led to the vote 
in the General Conference, the Conference being manifestly desirous to ef- 
fectively protect staff members whose appointments would be terminated under 
Staff Regulation 9.1.1, from arbitrary decisions; 

Considering that the deposition made under oath by Mr. Phelan, Chairman of 
the said Board, cited as a witness, shows that the members of the Board did not, 
in accepting to serve, impose a condition of secrecy ; that they questioned the 
Director General on his intentions in this regard, which was proper, but did 
not have as a legal result to deprive the Director General from disposing of 
the report as he thought fit ; 

That the objection to the production of the report of the Board which was 
available to the Director General removes an element from the appreciation 
of the Tribunal competent to pronounce on the regularity of the decision taken ; 
that the regulations having been observed in the letter the Tribunal may not 
older thereon, but that in any event it was unable in its consultations to take 
into account this unknown element ; 

G. Considering that the complainant submits that the provisions of the new 
Regulations adopted in December 1954 are not applicable in her case since the 
tacts set up against her took place prior to such adoption ; 
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That this submission is unfounded, the Director General having been accorded 
the power to review the conduct of a staff member, the appointment of whom 
is to be terminated, solely with regard to the high standards required of an 
international official, and that he is free in this respect to take into account those 
elements on which he considers his decision may be based ; 

That without doubt, the granting of such a power opens the door to a great 
extent to arbitrary decisions; that it fully justifies the preoccupations of those 
desirous of providing at the same time sure and effective guarantees; that the 
Administrative Tribunal must watch over the jurisdictional review which it 
exercises ; but that the texts exclude the submission based on their retroactive 
applications ; 

H. Considering that where the Director General has the power to terminate 
an indeterminate appointment, this is clearly subject to the implied condition 
that this authority must be exercised only for the good of the service and in the 
interest of the Organization ; 

Considering that it is in the light of this principle that the facts in this case 
should be examined ; 

Considering that Regulation 1.4 of the Staff Regulations of the defendant 
Organization is as follows : 

“Members of the Secretariat shall conduct themselves at all times in a manner 
befitting their status as international civil servants. They shall not engage in 
any activity that is incompatible with the proper discharge of their duties with 
the Organization. They shall avoid any action and in particular any kind of 
public pronouncement which may adversely reflect on their status, or on the 
integrity, independence, and impartiality which are required by that status. 
While they are not expected to give up their national sentiments, or their politi- 
cal and religious convictions, they shall at all times bear in mind the reserve 
and tact incumbent upon them by reason of their international status”; 

Considering that, in thus clearly establishing the entire freedom of conscience 
recognized to international officials in respect of both their philosophical convic- 
tions and their political opinions, the Regulations impose on them the duty to 
abstain from all acts capable of being interpreted as associating them with 
propaganda or militant proselytism in any sense whatever; 

That this abstention is rigorously imposed on them by the overriding interest 
of the international organization to which they owe their loyalty and devotion ; 

I. Considering that, when consulted by the Staff Association of the defendant 
Organization on the obligation incumbent on members of the staff to reply to 
questionnaires issued by authorities of their respective countries, the Director 
General declared that the answer must depend only on the conscience of the 
individual, except that he should not lie and should have regard to the conse- 
quences which the refusal to reply might have for him ; 

Considering, however, that in respect of the invitation to appear before the 
Loyalty Board it is established that the complainant approached the Director 
General only at a late date, so that the latter would not have been able to give 
her advice in sufficient time ; 

J. Considering that, in order to review all factors, it is necessary to enquire 
whether the acts or omissions of the complainant could be considered as justify- 
ing the application of paragraph (a) of Regulation 9.1.1 of the Staff Regulations, 
on the grounds that in themselves they caused doubt to exist as to whether she 
fulfilled the highest standards required of an international official ; 

Considering that the complainant does not challenge the legitimate character 
of the enquiry made within the staff by the Special Advisory Board set up by the 
Director General on 28 September 1954, following the submission to the Director 
General of the report made against her by the Loyalty Board in default of her 
appearance ; 

That this measure is in accordance with the undertaking made with the State 
member concerned under arrangements approved by the Executive Board and 
General Conference of the defendant Organization ; that this was solely an 
undertaking that any information which the Government of the State concerned 
might desire to submit to the Director General would “be studied with care” 
and that he would “certainly give every consideration to it, in the light of the 
Constitution of UNESCO and all other relevant provisions and policies which 
may have been or may be laid down by the appropriate organs of UNESCO” ; 

That the Special Advisory Board set up on 28 September 1954 expressed the 
opinion, as referred to above, that it could find no evidence that the complainant 
had engaged or was engaging in activities during her employment, that could 
be shown to be misconduct under the Staff Regulations and Staff Rules; the 
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Board concluding however that the attitude adopted by the complainant as well 
as the reasons given for her attitude gave rise to serious doubts about the degree 
of confidence that could be placed in her integrity, judgment, and loyalty to the 
Organization ; that the Board found justification for this opinion in stating that 
in a situation which, in its opinion, was clearly harmful to the Organization, the 
complainant maintained that adherence to her own personal views was more im- 
portant than the interests of the Organization ; 

That this opinion restates in different terms the reasons invoked for the deci- 
sion taken ; 

K. Considering however that when requested to give an opinion on the decision 
itself, the Appeals Board, presided over by an eminent magistrate enjoying the 
confidence of all parties and composed jointly of members appointed by the 
Director General and members appointed by the Staff Association, came unani- 
mously to a diametrically opposed conclusion ; that after a full hearing and a 
thorough study of all the facts in the case, it unanimously concluded that the 
complainants had not failed in the high standards required of members of the 
Secretariat, had not committed acts incompatible with the integrity required of 
them and had not disregarded the true interest of the Organization ; that, as a 
consequence, the decisions to terminate them had no basis in law T and that the 
said complainants had shown cause for requesting reinstatement; that the 
Tribunal fully agrees with this particularly authoritative opinion ; 

That the Court must besides take into consideration the due care required of 
it iu appreciating the validity of the decision taken, by reason of the striking 
and indefensible disproportion between the alleged attitude of the complainant 
and the measure taken against her, putting an end to the career on which she 
based her future, when no complaint regarding her work had been alleged; that 
from this standpoint it is of no moment that the termination was not a discipli- 
nary action in the formal sense of the Regulations and that certain indemnities 
were accorded, when the fundamental result is to deprive the party concerned 
of her employment by exposing her to all the risks and distress of an uncertain 
future ; 

L. Considering that it is thus established that the ground for complaint of the 
Director General is based solely on the refusal of the official to participate in 
measures of verbal or written enquiry to which his national Government con- 
siders it necessary to subject him ; 

That the Director General of an international organization cannot associate 
himself with the execution of the policy of the Government authorities of any 
State member without disregarding the obligations imposed on all international 
officials without distinction and, in consequence, without misusing the authority 
which has been conferred on him solely for the purpose of directing that Organ- 
ization towards the achievement of its own exclusively international objectives; 

That this duty of the Director General is governed by Article VI, paragraph 
5, of the Constitution of the defendant Organization in the following terms : 

“The responsibilities of the Director General and of the staff shall be exclusively 
international in character. In the discharge of their duties they shall not seek 
or receive instructions from any Government or from any authority external to 
the Organization. They shall refrain from any action which might prejudice 
their position as international officials. Each State Member of the Organization 
undertakes to respect the international character of the responsibilities of the 
Director General and the staff, and not to seek to influence them in the dis- 
charge of their duties.” 

Considering that the fact that in this case the doubts raised as to the loyalty 
of the complainant to her own Government brought by a Government which 
enjoys in all respects the highest prestige must be without any influence upon 
the consideration of the facts in the case and the determination of the principles 
whose respect the Tribunal must ensure : 

That it will suffice to realize that if any one of the seventy-four States and 
Governments involved in the defendant Organization brought against an official, 
one of its citizens, an accusation of disloyalty and claimed to subject him to an 
enquiry in similar or analogous conditions, the attitude adopted by the Director 
General would constitute a precedent obliging him to lend his assistance to such 
enquiry and, moreover, to invoke the same disciplinary or statutory consequences, 
the same withdrawal of confidence and the same application of Regulation 9.1.1 
of the Staff Regulations, on the basis of any opposal by the person concerned to 
the action of his national Government ; 

That if this were to be the case there would result for all international officials, 
in matters touching on conscience, a state of uncertainty and insecurity prej- 
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udicial to the performance of their duties and liable to provoke disturbances in 
the international administration such as cannot be imagined to have been in the 
intention of those who drew up the Constitution of the defendant Organization ; 

M. Considering that it has been shown above that the attitude of the com- 
plainant towards the Loyalty Board in no way justifies the existence of serious 
doubts as to the high standards required of an international official ; 

That neither does it appear that the complainant placed her own interests 
above the true interest of the Organization, as defined above ; 

Considering therefore that the only ground for complaint adduced by the 
Director General to justify the application to the complainant of Regulation 9.1.1 
of the Staff Regulations, that is to say her opposal to the investigations of her 
own Government, is entirely unfounded ; 

N. Considering that it results therefrom that the decision taken must be re- 
scinded, the said decision not resting on any provision of the Staff Regulations ; 
that nevertheless the Tribunal does not have the power to order reinstatement, 
which requires a positive act of the Director General, over whom the Tribunal has 
no hierarchical authority ; 

That in the absence of such a iiower and unless the Director General should 
consider himself in a position to reconsider his decision in this manner, the 
Tribunal is none the less competent to order equitable reparation of the damage 
suffered by the complainant by reason of the measure of which she was the 
object; 

On prejudice: 

Considering that should the complainant not be reinstated with full rights, she 
should be compensated for the material and moral prejudice which she has suf- 
fered by reason of the decision taken ; 

That such prejudice may be assessed ex aeqvo ct bono (at two years’ base 
salary, without any set off of the indemnities which she has been accorded; 

Considering that the annual base salary of the complainant amounted to 1,130,- 
000 French francs ; 

That there are no grounds for allocating a supplementary indemnity by reason 
of the suspension with salary dated 10 December 1954, a measure which the 
Director General was entitled to take within the limits of his authority and which 
cannot be considered in the circumstances as having increased the prejudice 
suffered ; 

On the grounds as aforesaid 

The tribunal, 

Rejecting any wider or contrary conclusions, 

Declares the complaint to be receivable as to form ; 

Declares that it is competent; 

Orders the decision taken to be rescinded and declares in law that a legal basis 
therefor cannot be found in the Staff Regulations ; 

In consequence, should the defendant not reconsider the decision taken and 
reinstate the complainant, orders the said defendant to pay to the complainant an 
amount equal to two years’ base salary, namely 2,2GO,000 French francs together 
with interest at 4 per centum from 20 June 1955, without any set off of the 
indemnities accorded to her at the time of termination of her appointment; 

Orders the defendant Organization to pay to the complainant the sum of $300 
by way of participation in the costs of her defence; 

Pronouncing on the application to intervene made by M. Henquet; 

Considering that such intervention is receivable in so far as it is made by M. 
Henquet in his own name, an official of the defendant Organization, holder of an 
indeterminate appointment; 

Considering that the intervention is found, in so far as recognized by this 
judgment ; 

Orders the defendant Organization to bear the expenses for which justification 
is provided by the intervener up to a maximum of $40. 

In witness of which judgment, pronounced at the Palais des Nations, Geneva, 
in public sitting on 29 October 1955, by His Excellency M. Albert Devize, Presi- 
dent, Jonklieer van Rijckevorsel, Judge, Acting Vice President, and M. Iasson 
Stavropoulos, Deputy Judge, called upon to sit owing to the inability of a titular 
judge to attend, the aforementioned have hereunto subscribed their signatures as 
well as myself, Wolf, Registrar of the Tribunal. 

(Signatures) Albert Devize. 

A. van Rijckevorsel. 

Iasson Stavropoulos. 

Francis Wolf. 
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Exhibit No. 37S-F 

[Unofficial translation] 

INTERNATIONAL LABOUR ORGANISATION 
Administrative Tribunal 
Judgment No. 19 

ORDINARY SESSION OF APRIL 1053 

Sitting of 20 April 1955 

In the Matter of Mrs. Annette Wilcox Against United Nations Educational, 
Scientific, and Cultural Organisation 

Tlie Administrative Tribunal of the International Labour Organisation, 

Having had referred to it a complaint submitted against the United Nations 
Educational, Scientific, and Cultural Organisation on 5 February 1955 by Mrs. 
Annette Wilcox, an official of that Organisation, asking that the Tribunal be 
pleased to rescind the decision taken by the Director General on 13 August 1954 
and to enjoin the Director General to renew the contract of the complainant and 
to pay her the sum of one franc in respect of damages and legal costs ; 

Considering the memorandum of reply to the said complaint submitted by the 
defendant Organisation on 19 March 1955; 

Having had referred to it a statement submitted in his own name on 20 April 
1955 by M. Pierre Henquet, Chairman of the Staff Association of UNESCO; 

Considering the pleadings exchanged by the representatives of the parties 
during the hearing and in particular the statement by the complainant that her 
alternative claim for damages would amount to the sum of $70,300; 

Considering that the complaint is receivable in form ; 

Considering that the facts of the case are the following : 

(1) The complainant took up her duties with the defendant Organisation on 
1 June 1950; 

(2) At the time when the decision complained of was taken, the complainant 
was the holder of a fixed-term contract of one year’s duration expiring on 
31 December 1954 ; 

(3) in February 1953, the complainant received from the representative of 
the United States to the defendant Organisation a questionnaire to be completed 
and returned in application of “Executive Order No. 10,422 of the President of 
the United States dated 9 January 1953 prescribing procedures for making 
available to the Secretary General of the United Nations certain information 
concerning United States citizens employed or being considered for employment 
on the Secretariat of the United Nations”, whose provisions apply to the defendant 
Organisation by virtue of Part III of the Order in question; the complainant 
completed this questionnaire and returned it on 13 February 1953 ; 

(4) In February 1954, the complainant received an interrogatory from the 
International Organisations Employees Loyalty Board of the United States Civil 
Service Commission, set up by Executive Order No. 10,459, of 2 June 1953, amend- 
ing Executive Order No. 10,422 of 9 January 1953, interrogatory to which the 
complainant did not reply ; 

(5) In June 1954, the complainant received an invitation, dated IS June, to 
appear on 15 July before the Loyalty Board meeting at the United States 
Embassy in Paris ; 

(G) By letter dated 16 July 1954, the complainant informed the Director 
General of the reasons of conscience on which she based her refusal to appear ; 

(7) By letter dated 13 August 1954, the Director General informed the com- 
plainant that he would not offer her a new contract on the expiry of the contract 
at that time in force. This letter stated, inter alia : 

*** * * In the light of what I believe to be your duty to the Organisation, I 
have considered very carefully your reasons for not appearing before the Inter- 
national Employees Loyalty Board where you would have had an opportunity 
of dispelling suspicions and disproving allegations which may exist regarding you. 

“It is with a deep sense of my responsibilities that I have come to the conclu- 
sion that I cannot accept your conduct as being consistent with the high standards 
of integrity which are required of those employed by the Organization. 

“I have, therefore, to my regret, to inform you that I shall not offer you a 
further appointment when your present appointment expires * * *” ; 
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(8) By a letter dated 21 August 1954, the complainant requested the Director 
General to reconsider his decision ; 

(9) The Chief of the Bureau of Personnel and Management informed the 
complainant in a letter dated 30 August 1954 of the Director General’s refusal 
to do so ; 

(10) By a letter of 14 September 1954, the Director General received com- 
munication of the report of the Loyalty Board (advisory determination) in 
which it was stated that : “it has been determined on all the evidence, that there 
is a reasonable doubt as to the loyalty of Irene Annette Wilcox to the Government 
of the United States” and that “this determination, together with the reasons 
therefor, in as much detail as security considerations permit, are submitted 
for your use in exercising your rights and duties with respect to the integrity 
of the personnel employed by the United Nations Educational, Scientific, and 
Cultural Organization” ; 

(11) The complainant was herself informed of the conclusions of the Loyalty 
Board by letter of the Chairman of the Loyalty Board dated 15 September 1954 
and was also informed of the fact that the report of the Loyalty Board had been 
transmitted to the Director General of the defendant Organisation ; 

(12) On 23 September 1954, the complainant submitted an appeal to the 
UNESCO Appeals Board asking that the above-mentioned decision should be 
rescinded ; 

(13) On 2 November 1954, the Appeals Board, by a majority opinion, ex- 
pressed the opinion that the decision should be rescinded ; 

(14) By a letter dated 25 November 1954, the Director General informed the 
Chairman of the Appeals Board that he could not act in accordance with this 
opinion ; 

(15) Before the Appeals Board had taken its decision, the Director General, 
on 28 September 1954, set up a Special Advisory Board consisting of members 
of the staff, whose task was to “examine the cases of certain staff members on 
the basis of certain information which has been brought to the knowledge of the 
Director General, and in the light of the standards of employment and conduct 
prescribed by the Constitution and Staff Regulations” : 

(16) The complainant appeared and explained her position before this Special 
Advisory Board. However, in a letter dated 5 October 1954 to the Chairman 
of the Appeals Board of the defendant Organisation, the complainant expressed 
full reservations to the legality of the procedure of the Board and the measures 
which might result from it. 

On competence : 

Considering that the character of a fixed-term appointment is in no way 
that of a probationary appointment, that is to say of a trial appointment ; 

That while it is the case that UNESCO Staff Rule 104.6 issued in application 
of the Staff Regulations stipulates that : “A fixed-term appointment shall expire, 
without notice or indemnity, upon completion of the fixed term * * *”, this text 
only deals with the duration of the appointment and in no way bars the Tribunal 
from being seized of a complaint requesting the examination of the validity of 
the positive or negative decision taken regarding the renewal of the said 
appointment ; 

That it is established in the case that the Director General, by a general 
measure of which the whole staff was informed on 6 July 1954, “decided that 
all professional staff members whose contracts expire between now and 30 June 
1955 (inclusive) and who have achieved the required standards of efficiency, 
competence, and integrity, and whose services are needed, will be offered one-year 
renewals of their appointments” ; 

That the complainant, having been made the object of an exception to this 
general measure, holds that the Director General could not legitimately thus make 
an exception of her on the sole ground which he invoked against her as justifica- 
tion for the view that she did not possess the quality of integrity recognised 
in those of her colleagues whose contracts had been renewed, and in the absence 
of any contestation of her qualities of competence and efficiency ; 

That the complainant requests that this decision be rescinded and, alterna- 
tively, that an indemnity be granted ; 

Considering that the question is thus a dispute concerning the interpreta- 
tion and application of the Staff Regulations and Rules of the defendant 
Organisation : 

That by virtue of Article II, paragraph 1, of its Statute, the Tribunal is 
competent to hear the said dispute ; 

On the substance : 
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A. Considering that the defendant Organisation holds that the renewal or 
the nonrenewal of a fixed-term appointment depends entirely on the personal 
and sovereign discretion of the Director General who is not even required to give 
his reason therefor ; 

Considering that if this were to lie so, any unmotivated decision would not 
be subject to the general legal review which is vested in the Tribunal, and 
would be liable to become arbitrary ; 

Considering that, in fact, it may be conceived that this might exceptionally be 
the case when, for example, it is a matter of assessing the technical suitability 
of the person concerned for carrying out bis duties ; 

Considering, however, that in this matter the question does not affect the 
issue inasmuch as the^Director General has not only given the reason for the 
decision taken by him but has also made it public in a communique issued to the 
press ; 

That this reason is based solely on the refusal of the complainant to cooperate 
in the measures of investigation provided in respect of certain of its nationals 
by the Government of the State of which she is a citizen, and in particular 
on her refusal to appear before a commission invested by that Government with 
the power to investigate her loyalty to that State; 

That the Directcor General declares that he concludes from this that he can 
no longer retain his confidence in the complainant and offer her a new appoint- 
ment, her attitude being incompatible with the high standards of integrity re- 
quired of those who are employed by the Organisation and being, furthermore, 
capable of harming the interests of the Organisation ; 

Considering in relation hereto that it is necessary expressly to reject all 
uncertainty and confusion as to the meaning of the expression “loyalty towards 
a State” which is entirely different from the idea of “integrity” as embodied in 
the Staff Regulations and Rules; and that this is evident and requires no further 
proof ; 

B. Consideringg that if the Director General is granted authority not to re- 
new a fixed-term appointment and so to do without notice or indemnity, this 
is clearly subject to the implied condition that this authority must be exercised 
only for the good of the service and in the interest of the Organisation; 

Considering that it is in the light of this principle that the facts in this 
case should be examined; 

Considering that Article 1.4 of the Staff Regulations of the defendant 
Organisation, as it stood at the moment when the decision complained of was 
taken, was as follows : 

“Members of the Secretariat shall conduct themselves at all times in a man- 
ner consonant with the good repute and high purposes of the Organization and 
their status as international civil servants. They shall not engage in any 
activity that is incompatible with the proper discharge of their duties. They 
shall avoid any action, and in particular any kind of public pronouncement, 
which would adversely reflect upon their status. AYhile they are not expected 
to give up religious or political convictions or national sentiments, they shall 
at all times exercise the reserve and tact incumbent upon them by reason of 
their international responsibilities.” 

Considering that, in thus clearly establishing the entire freedom of con- 
science recognized to international officials in respect of both their philosophical 
convictions and their political opinions, the Regulations impose on them the 
duty to abstain from all acts capable of being interpreted as associating them 
with propaganda or militant proselytism in any sense whatever; 

That this abstention is rigorously imposed on them by the overriding interest 
of the international organisation to which they owe their loyalty and devotion : 

C. Considering that, when consulted by the Staff Association of the defendant 
Organisation on the obligation incumbent on members of the staff to reply to 
questionnaires issued by authorities of their respective countries, the Director 
General declared that the answer must depend only on the conscience of the 
individual, except that be should not lie and should have regard to the conse- 
quences which the refusal to reply might have for him ; 

Considering, however, that in respect of the invitation to appear before the 
Loyalty Board, it is established that the complainant simply informed the 
Director General after the date on which she bad been called on to appear, of 
her decision not to appear ; 

Considering that it is desirable to determine whether the attitude adopted by 
the complainant in this respect may be considered as justifying the loss of confi- 
dence alleged by the Director General ; 
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D. Considering that it is undoubtedly true that if the Director General has 
been informed that a member of his staff has acted in a manner prohibited by 
Article 1.4 of the Staff Regulations, the Director General has a duty to check 
the accuracy of such information either himself or through persons appointed 
by him from within his Organisation, in order that he may take decisions or even 
sanctions, if necessary, in the full knowledge of the facts ; 

That in this light the enquiry procedure within the Secretariat to which the 
Director General resorted in the present case in full exercise of his authority 
can in no sense be subject to criticism; that it is in accordance with the under- 
taking made with the State Member concerned under arrangements approved by 
the Executive Board and General Conference of the defendant Organisation ; 
that this was solely an undertaking that any informa tioif which the Government 
of the State concerned might desire to submit to the Director General would 
“be studied with care” and that he would “certainly give every consideration to 
it, in the light of the Constitution of UNESCO and all other relevant provisions 
and policies which may have been or may be laid down by the appropriate organs 
of UNESCO” ; 

That the objection raised in this regard by the complainant is totally un- 
founded ; 

E. Considering that it is quite different when the ground for complaint of the 
Director General is based solely on the refusal of the official to participate in 
measures of verbal or written enquiry to which his national Government con- 
siders it necessary to subject him ; 

That the Director General of an international organisation cannot associate 
himself with the execution of the policy of the government authorities of any 
State Member without disregarding the obligations imposed on all international 
officials without distinction and, in consequence, without misusing the authority 
which has been conferred on him solely for the purpose of directing that organi- 
sation towards the achievement of its own, exclusively international, objectives; 

That this duty of the Director General is governed by Article VI, paragraph 5, 
of the Constitution of the defendant Organisation, in the following terms: 

“The responsibilities of the Director General and of the staff shall be exclu- 
sively international in character. In the discharge of their duties they shall 
not seek or receive instructions from any Government or from any authority 
external to the Organization. They shall refrain from any action which might 
prejudice their position as international officials. Each State Member of the 
Organization undertakes to respect the international character of the responsi- 
bilities of the Director General and the staff, and not to seek to influence them 
in the discharge of their duties.” 

Considering that the fact that in this case the matter involved is an accusation 
of disloyalty brought by a Government which enjoys in all respects the highest 
prestige, must be without any influence upon the consideration of the facts in 
the case and the determination of the principles whose respect the Tribunal must 
ensure ; 

That it will suffice to realise that if any of the seventy-two States and 
Governments involved in the defendant Organisation brought against an official, 
one of its citizens, an accusation of disloyalty and claimed to subject him to 
an enquiry in similar or analogous conditions, the attitude adopted by the Direc- 
tor General would constitute a precedent obliging him to lend his assistance to 
such enquiry and, moreover, to invoke the same disciplinary or statutory con- 
sequences, the same withdrawal of confidence, on the basis of any opposal by the 
person concerned to the action of his national Government; 

That if this were to be the case there would result for all international offi- 
cials, in matters touching on conscience, a state of uncertainty and insecurity 
prejudicial to the performance of their duties and liable to provoke disturbances 
in the international administration such as cannot be imagined to have been 
in the intention of those who drew up the Constitution of the defendant 
Organisation ; 

Considering therefore that the only ground for complaint adduced by the 
Director General to justify the application to the complainant of an exception 
to the general rule of renewal of appointments, that is to say her opposal to 
the investigations of her own Government, is entirely unjustified; 

Considering that it is in vain that it is alleged that the terms of renewal 
set forth in the Director Geiiorars circular of 0 duly 1954, after enumeration 
of the standards required, provide that the services of the person concerned 
must he needed; that this expression cannot mean that tbe person concerned 
must be irreplaceable, in that no successor can be found; that it means only 
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that the requirements of the service to which the person concerned is assigned 
must be permanent and that the said person must give full satisfaction therein 
and otherwise in all manner in the performance of his or her duties ; that on this 
last point the appreciations contained in the annual reports of the complainant 
are entirely laudatory ; 

Considering that it results therefrom that the decision taken must be rescinded ; 
but that nevertheless the Tribunal does not have the power to order the renewal 
of a fixed-term appointment, which requires a positive act of the Director General 
over whom the Tribunal has no hierarchical authority ; 

That in the absence of such a power and unless the Director General should 
consider himself in a position to reconsider his decision in this manner, the 
Tribunal is none the less competent to order equitable reparation of the damage 
suffered by the complainant by reason of the discriminatory treatment of which 
she was the object ; 

F. Considering that it results from the documents produced by the parties 
during the hearing that the enquiry made by order of the Director General 
himself within the defendant Organisation, the legitimate and regular character 
of which has been shown above, did not bring any evidence to show that the 
complainant failed in her duties, as defined in Article 1.4 of the Regulations, 
during the period that she was an oflicial of the defendant Organisation ; 

That this Special Board considered that it could find no evidence either in the 
reports of the Loyalty Board or as a result of its own enquiries that the com- 
plainant, during her employment in the Secretariat of the defendant Organisa- 
tion, had engaged in or was engaging in activities that could be shown to 
constitute misconduct under the terms of the Staff Regulations and Rules ; 

Considering that it is irrelevant to seek whether or not the complainant was 
engaged in militant political activities before being appointed to the inter- 
national service and at a time when she was not bound by the obligations 
involved in joining this service, unless it has been proved that she had been 
guilty of dishonourable or criminal acts (actes d£shonorants ou criminels) ; 

That any accusation of this nature could only be admitted if drawn up both 
in due form and with all the precision required to ensure respect for the right 
of the accused person to defend herself ; 

That it is not so in this case ; 

Considering that it has been shown above that the attitude of the complainant 
towards the Loyalty Board in no way justifies the existence of serious doubts 
as to her integrity, judgment, and loyalty towards the defendant Organisation ; 

That it does not therefore appear that the complainant placed her own inter- 
ests above the true interest of the Organisation, which interest consists above 
all in safeguarding erga omnes its independence and impartiality ; 

On prejudice : 

Considering that an oflicial who combines all the necessary qualities has a 
legitimate expectancy of being offered a new appointment in the position which 
he or she occupied, and that this expectancy was fulfilled for all the persons 
concerned, with the exception of a certain number, of whom the complainant ; 

That not only is such an almost absolute quod plerumqae fit but also that in 
thus acting the Administration of the defendant Organisation has as its objective 
to create a permanent body of officials experienced in their duties, who are 
destined to follow a career in the Organisation concerned; 

That the decision not to renew the appointment is one which should not only 
be rescinded in the present case, but also constitutes a wrongful exercise of 
powers and an abuse of rights which consequently involves the obligation to 
make good the prejudice resulting therefrom: that this prejudice was aggra- 
vated by the publicity given to the withdrawal of confidence as being due to lack 
of integrity, this ground having been given in a press communique issued by 
the defendant Organisation, without it being possible seriously to maintain the 
view that there could have existed the slightest doubt as to the identity of the 
persons to which the said communique referred : 

Considering that it is to no puporse that they have been reproached with 
having communicated the measures of which they were the object to the Staff 
Association recognised by the Defendant Organisation, as the upshot of a 
procedure to which the said Association was a party with the knowledge and 
consent of the Director General himself ; 

Considering that redress will be ensured ex aequo et bono by the granting to 
the complainant of the sum set forth below ; 

Considering that, on the one hand, there should be granted to the complainant 
the amount of the salary which she would have received had she not been sub 
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ject to the measure of exception of which she complains, that is to say one year’s 
basic salary ; 

That, on the other hand, there should be granted to her a second year’s basic 
salary in order to compensate for the moral prejudice and in particular the diffi- 
culties which she will encounter in seeking new means of subsistence; 

On the grounds as aforesaid 

The tribunal, 

Rejecting any wider or contrary conclusions, 

Declares the complaint to be receivable as to form ; 

Declares that it is competent ; 

Orders the decision taken to be rescinded and declares in law that it con- 
stitutes an abuse of rights causing prejudice to the complainant; 

In consequence, should the defendant not reconsider the decision taken and 
renew the complainant’s appointment, orders the said defendant to pay to the 
comxilainant the sum of $15,500, together with interest at 4 per centum from 
1 January 1955 ; 

Orders the defendant Organisation to pay to the complainant the sum of 
$300 by way of participation in the costs of her defence ; 

Pronouncing on the application to intervene made by M. Ilenquet; 

Considering that such intervention is receivable in so far as it is made by 
M. Henquet in his own name; 

That in this instance the fact that the intervener holds an indetermine appoint- 
ment and not a fixed-term appointment does not prevent the present dispute 
from bearing on principles applicable to the legal position of the whole staff ; 

Considering that the intervention is founded, in so far as recognised by the 
present judgment, orders the defendant Organisation to bear the expenses for 
which justification is provided by the intervener up to a maximum of $40. 

In witness of which judgment, pronounced in public sitting on 26 April 1955 
by His Excellency M. Albert Devize, President, Professor Georges Scelle, Vice 
President, and Jonkheer van Rijckevorsel, Judge, the aforementioned have 
hereunto subscribed their signatures, as well as myself, Wolf, Registrar of the 
Tribunal. 

Albert Deveze. 

Georges Scelle. 

A. van Rijckevorsel. 

Francis Wolf. 

Mr. Waldman. I might say anent that, we have been wanting to 
find out some of the things — in other words, we were interested in 
what happened before the other Board, and it was difficult to get, 
especially where the agency was in Europe. 

Mr. Sourwine. As a matter of fact, your Board has been subjected 
to criticism, international, at least, and certainly by this organization 
of UNESCO, for sending the advisory opinions in the cases of these 
seven, and you have been a little bit at a loss to defend yourself against 
anything, and you felt you needed a defense, because you haven’t been 
able to discuss the cases; is that right? 

Mr. Waldman. In the loyalty field you are ever at a disadvantage, 
frequently there can be criticism all around and you don’t dare to 
defend yourself or engage in public debate. We have avoided taking 
some criticism, and maybe some of it is lawful, I don’t know. 

Mr. Sourwine. So as far as you know, this hearing today is the 
first time that the adverse information about the discharges of 
UNESCO people who got the large indemnities has ever been made 
public ; isn't it ? 

Mr. Waldman. That is true. 

Mr. Sourwine. I might say, Mr. Chairman, that the summaries of 
that information which I read are not the result of a committee investi- 
gation, that is the adverse information which was available to the 
Board at the time they ordered hearings in these cases. This infor- 
mation was given to the committee in executive session by Mr. Gerety 
when he testified before the committee some time ago. 
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Senator Johnston. That statement is correct; isn’t it? 

Mr. Waldman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Chairman, here is a summary of action taken 
by the Board with respect to these named individuals. I am inclined 
to think that it may be excess in view of the larger statement which 
has been offered for the record — you are going to leave that with us, 
aren’t you, that big chart ? 

Mr. Waldman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. I would like, Mr. Chairman, for an alternative 
order in this case, if it does not duplicate the information already in 
the record, I would like to have it in there, and if it does duplicate it, 
we will simply have another one. 

Senator Johnston. We will receive it, with the understanding that 
after we check all of the record, it will go in if we need it, and if we 
do not need it we will leave it out. 

(The chart referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 379” and is as 
follows:) 


72723 — 57 — pt. 38 
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Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Chairman, I have here two documents which I 
do not offer for the printed record, blit I believe they should be made a 
part of the permanent records of the committee. The first is the deci- 
sion of the tribunal of the International Labor Organization, and the 
second is the briefs, the pleadings, in that case. 

We had some difficulty in getting these, and the State Department 
procured them for us, for which we are grateful. . I believe they should 
be ordered for the permanent record of the committee. 

Senator Johnston. They will be made a part of the permanent 
record of the committee. 

(The documents refered to were made a part of the permanent record 
of the subcommittee, marked “Exhibit No. 380,” and will be found in 
the files of the subcommittee.) 

Mr. Sourwine. Now, Mr. Chairman, going back to the matter of 
the letters which we have received from these individuals, I want to 
call the attention of the committee to the fact that they have several 
things in common. 

First, they decline — they also all state — let me read this paragraph 
from the letter of Sirs. Helene Van Gelder : 

As you state in your letter that the purpose of the hearings is to consider 
proposed legislation applicable to persons employed by UNESCO and other inter- 
national organizations, and as I, myself, have not been so employed since July of 
1955, 1 have communicated the contents of your letter to UNESCO. 

Nearly every one of the letters, as the committee will see upon exami- 
nation, carries a paragraph substantially identical to that, the wording 
is even similar. And I suggest to the committee that this is an indica- 
tion of some communication between these people, of a coordination 
of their own activities, and it may help to shed light on the question 
which I asked previously as to whether the organization which Mr. 
Gerety had expressed fears about being inimical to the interests of the 
United States is still active in the United Nations. 

We come now to the case, Mr. Chairman, of Mr. Gordon Mclntire. 
Mr. Gordon Mclntire is the individual who gave what might be termed 
a qualified acceptance. Mr. Mclntire’s letter states that he is willing 
to attend the hearing before the committee, provided he is furnished 
transportation and per diem in lieu of subsistence and provided the 
subcommittee will undertake practical loyalty clearance responsibility 
in his case. 

# The chairman addressed a letter to Mr. Mclntire telling him that in 
view of his letter, arrangements had been made to provide him with a 
round-trip ticket by air, that the United States Embassy in Rome 
would get in touch with him and furnish him that ticket. And I am 
informed by the State Department that the Embassy did reach Mr. 
Mclntire and did tell him the ticket was there for him if he would pick 
it up. He did not do so. 

The chairman’s letter also advised Mr. Mclntire that per diem in 
lieu of subsistence would be furnished by the committee on voucher 
after the number of days involved had been determined. Then the 
chairman’s letter states : 

Any and all charges of a security nature which have been made against you, 
so far as the committee knows or can learn them, will be placed in the open record 
at this hearing and you will be permitted to say what you wish concerning them. 
The committee cannot undertake what you refer to as “clearance responsibility,” 
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because, as a legislative body, the committee has no “clearance” function. As an 
arm of the Senate, the committee cannot make any recommendations to the 
FAO ; however, it must be assumed that FAO will take cognizance of the com- 
mittee’s hearing. 


That is a case which differed from the others. I ask that this 
correspondence between the subcommittee and Mr. Mclntire be ad- 
mitted at this point. 

(The letters were marked “Exhibits Nos. 381 and 381-A and B,” 
and read as follows:) 

Exhibit No. 3S1 

December 6 , 1956. 


Mr. Gordon McIntire, 

Via San Saba 22 , Rome , Italy. 

Dear Mr. McIntire: In view of your letter of November 24, arrangements 
have been made to provide you with a round-trip ticket by air to attend the 
hearings of the Internal Security Subcommittee on December 17, 1956. The 
United States Embassy in Rome will get in touch with you and give you this 
ticket. Per diem in lieu of subsistence will be furnished by the committee on 
voucher after the number of days involved has been determined. 

Any and all charges of a security nature which have been made against you 
so far as the committee knows or can learn them will be placed in the open 
record at this hearing and you will be permitted to say what you wish con- 
cerning them. The committee cannot undertake what you refer to as “clearance 
responsibility,” because as a legislative body the committee has no “clearance” 
function. As an arm of the Senate, the committee cannot make any recommenda- 
tions to the FAO ; however, it must be assumed the FAO will take cognizance of 
the committee’s hearing. 

I am glad you are going to be present at the hearing on December 17. 

Sincerely, 


James O. Eastland. 


Exhibit No. 381-A 

Via San Saba 22, Rome, November 2 If, 1956. 

lion. James O. Eastland, 

Chairman, Senate Internal Security Subcommittee, 

Senate Office Building, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Senator Eastland: I am willing to attend a hearing before the Senate 
Internal Security Subcommittee in Washington, D. C., on or about December 13, 
1956, provided I am furnished transportation to Washington and return, and 
per diem in lieu of subsistence, and provided the subcommittee will undertake 
practical loyalty clearance responsibility in my case. 

Permit me to explain my situation briefly : I have always, as a matter of 
principle, cooperated fully with the various loyalty and security programs. In 
every instance where the charges have been made known to me, I have defended 
my record honorably and successfully. 

When I was employed by the Bureau of the Budget in the Executive Office of 
the President and question arose as to my loyalty, 1 was promptly informed of 
the charges against me, afforded opportunity of hearing before a board designated 
by the Bureau, and obtained full clearance by authority of the Director. 

In another instance, the Department of State took official action to cancel 
my passport without charges or hearing and 1 remained without recourse for 
many months. At length, after very costly litigation, the Department disclosed 
the charges, I was permitted to reply, and as a result an unrestricted passport 
was restored to me. 

In the present case, when the Food and Agriculture Organization of the 
United Nations (FAO) received a report concerning me, it took immediate action 
to terminate my employment and announced to the press that I had been 
“dismissed” because I was “not suitable” for employment and, specifically, that 
I had “not been cleared for employment with FAO” under the international 
loyalty program. Up to the present moment, the FAO has withheld the charges 
from me and from the International Organizations Employees Loyalty Board, 
causing damage to my reputation and a continued bar to employment in my field. 

The opportunity for hearing which you offer can he of vital importance to me 
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if tbe subcommittee is (1) able to obtain the evidence, specifically the secret 
document from tlie Department of State to the PAO which led to my dismissal, 
and (2) willing, after such hearing, to arrive at conclusions and transmit a 
recommendation which the FAO would receive and consider. Anything less 
would only leave me in the present state of suspicion and disgrace, unable to 
pursue my career, or obtain visas for travel. 

Please notify me as to definite dates and travel arrangements and as to 
whether the subcommittee would be prepared to make an advisory determination 
concerning my loyalty. 

Sincerely, 

Gordon McIntire. 

Copy to: Senator-elect John Carroll, Congressman liyron N. Rogers, Dr. B. R. 
Sen, Director General, FAO. 


Exhibit No. 3S1-B 

Roma, December IS, 1950. 

Senator Eastland, Washington , D . C.: 

I must accept your statement that committee as legislative body cannot 
undertake clearance responsibility but urge its good offices help bring about 
full disclosure of secret letter concerning me under Executive Order 10422 from 
State Department to FAO and appropriate opportunity to reply in accordance 
with assurances given by United States Representative Lodge and U. N. Secre- 
tary General at plenary meetings 413 and 416 of General Assembly of “protect- 
ing the individual employee from unjust accusations and arbitrary action.” 
1 have official clearance from United States Bureau of Budget and State Depart- 
ment on all other existing charges related to subversive activity and United 
States security. 

McIntire. 

Mr. Sourwixe. Now, the chronological summary in Mr. Mclntire’s 
case is here. On August 24, 1954 — Air. Chairman, pardon me. Per- 
haps I should ask the witness first : Did the Board consider the case 
of Mr. Gordon McIntire? 

Mr. Waldmax. No, sir. And the reason it did not was, from the 
information we had, he was not an employee. 

Mr. Sofrwixe. I think we have evidence which will substantiate 
that, Mr. Chairman. 

Then, he was not employed at the time the case came to you? 

Mr. IValdman. That is so. 

But he has been searching for a forum to tell his case, and we felt 
the same as you did : we could not give him a security clearance, and 
the case was not legally before us. 

Mr. Sourwixe. Mr. Gordon Mclntire’s case, which was being heard 
before the Administrative Tribunal of the United Nations in August 
of 1954, involved an allegation by him that the food agency of the 
Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations had given 
false reasons for not renewing his employment. 

lie alleged that this agency gave lack of competence as the reason 
when the real reason was illegal intervention by the United States 
Government in the internal affairs of an international agency. 

On August 27, 1954, he asked $30,000 compensation for loss of his 
job. He had been permitted to use the title “Chief of the Policy and 
Procedure Section'’; he had received that title just 8 days before he 
was told by the organization that he was out. 

In September of 1954 a three-man international tribunal ordered 
the United Nations Food and Agriculture Organization to reinstate 
McIntire, or to pay $11,000 damages for wrongful dismissal. 

The tribunal’s finding declared the existence of a secret document 
concerning McIntire, the content of which was unknown to him and 


2210 SCOPE OF SOVIET ACTIVITY IN THE UNITED STATES 


against which lie was thus unable to defend himself, clearly violates 
a UNESCO application of the FAO statute, and thus causes harm 
to the interest not only of the entire staff but to those of justice itself. 

Do you have any information, Mr. Waldman, as to whether Mr. 
Mclntire was dismissed on the basis of a secret document, as he 
indicates? 

Mr. Waldjuan. No, sir; we do not. 

We were simply told that he was no longer an employee, and not 
an applicant, and since the program envisaged either of those statutes, 
and he not coming within it, we could not hear it. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Chairman, the committee has obtained a photo- 
stat of the notice of dismissal — I beg your pardon; this is a photostat 
of the official carbon copy of the notice of dismissal of Mr. Mclntire. 

It will be noted it was dated April 8, 1953. The Food and Agri- 
culture Organization of the United Nations, Borne, Italy, “Confi- 
dential,” states: 

Dear Mr. Mclntire : It is with regret that I have to inform you that I have 
decided after full consideration that it will not be possible for me to confirm 
your present appointment at the end of your probationary period. As you know, 
both Mr. Posner and I have had doubts about your suitability for the post 
which you occupy and, although there has been some improvement in your work 
in the last 2 or 3 months, I am now convinced that your abilities do not lie in 
the field of procedures work. 

The second paragraph cites the manual and contains the appro- 
priate wording concerning the employment. 

The third paragraph contains the conventional regrets that this 
was necessary. 

I ask that this go into the record at this time. 

Senator J ohnston. It may go into the record. 

(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 382,” and reads 
as follows:) 


Exhibit No. 382 


NOTICE OF DISMISSAL 


Confidential. 


Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations, 

Rome , Italy , April 8, 1958, 


Mr. G. McIntiee, 

Room 813-A f FAO . 

Dear Mr. McIntibe: It is with regret that I have to inform you that I have 
decided after full consideration that it will not be possible for me to confirm 
your present appointment at the end of your probationary period. As you know, 
both Mr. Posner and I have had doubts about your suitability for the post which 
you occupy and, although there has been some improvement in your work in 
the last 2 or 3 months, I am now convinced that your abilities do not lie in the 
field of procedures work. 

2. Under section 310.52 of the Administrative Manual, a staff member may 
be separated at any time during or at the end of his probationary period if, 
after a fair trial, he does not perform satisfactorily the duties of the post to 
which he is assigned. I consider that you have been given a fair trial but have 
not performed your duties satisfactorily. You may, therefore, take this letter 
as your notice of separation, to be effective May 31, 1953, in accordance with 
the terms of the Administrative Manual. You are entitled, of course, to pay- 
ment for any accrued annual leave, to the appropriate payment under the United 
Nations Joint Staff Pension Fund Regulations and to the payment of travel 
expenses to your home for yourself and your dependents. Under the regulations, 
you are not entitled to the payment of the cost of the removal of your household 
goods to your home, but I am recommending to the Director General that, in your 
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case, the regulation in this respect should be waived and your costs reimbursed. 
I have no doubt that the Director General will approve my recommendation. 

3. May I say how sorry I am that it has become necessary to take this 
action and how much I hope that you will succeed in finding new activities in 
keeping with your obvious talents. 

Yours sincerely, 

/s/ Frank Weisl, 
Director of Administration . 

(The decision of the Administrative Tribunal (ILO) in the case 
of Gordon Mclntire was marked “Exhibit No. 383,” and reads as 
follows :) 

Exhibit No. 3S3 
[Unofficial translation] 

INTERNATIONAL LABOUR ORGANISATION 
Administrative Tribunal 
Judgment No. 13 

ORDINARY SESSION OF AUGUST-SEPTEMBER 1954 

Sitting of 3 September 1954 

In the Matter of Mr. Gordon McIntire Against Food and Agriculture 

ORGANISATION OF THE UNITED NATIONS 

The Administrative Tribunal of the International Labour Organization, 

Having had referred to it a complaint made against the Food and Agriculture 
Organisation of the United Nations on 8 April 1954 by Mr. Gordon Mclntire, 
formerly an official of that Organization, seeking the rescission of a decision of 
the Director General of that Organisation not to confirm his appointment at the 
end of the probationary period ; 

Considering the additional memorandum submitted by the complainant on 1 
August 1954; 

Considering the memorandum of reply of the defendant Organisation dated 
ID May 1954; 

Having had referred to it a statement submitted in his own name on 24 August 
by Mr. X Leutenegger, Chairman of the Staff Association ; 

Having heard, on oath, in public sitting, on 26 August 1954, Mr. Irving L. 
Posner, witness cited by the complainant, whose deposition, certified true, is in 
the dossier ; 

Considering that the complaint is receivable in form ; 

Considering that the facts of the case are as follows : 

(1) The complainant, a citizen of the United States of America, entered the 
service of the defendant Organisation on 5 June 1952 ; his post came under the 
Budget and Administrative Planning Branch, directed by Mr. Posner; his con- 
tract was of five years’ duration ; towards the end of the year 1952, most of the 
temporary contracts having been changed to permanent contracts, the complain- 
ant was informed that his appointment had been changed to a permanent appoint- 
ment with effect from 1 July 1952, the probationary period having commenced 
on 5 June 1952, as provided for in the initial contract ; 

(2) The probationary period was thus, in any event, to expire on 4 June 1953 
(subject to a possible six months’ extension) ; 

(3) The services of the complainant gave rise in the beginning to serious 
doubts on the part of his chiefs as to his fitness for the duties entrusted to him, 
although his goodwill, good intentions and devotion were not called into ques- 
tion; his immediate chief, Mr. Posner, made verbal remarks to him concerning 
these doubts on several occasions, endeavoured to help and guide him during 
this trial period and communicated to him in writing, on 14 January 1953, when 
a report was made on his first six months of service, the substance of these 
remarks and this advice; 

(4) The complainant endeavoured to improve his work and Mr. Posner con- 
sidered, towards the end of March, that his efforts had been fruitful and deserved 
encouragement; on 30 March 1953, at the request of the complainant that he be 
given the title of Chief of the Policy and Procedures Section which had been set 
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up within the Budget and Administrative Planning Branch — a request made by 
the complainant because he considered this title would give him prestige — Mr. 
Posner felt able to reply in the affirmative and so informed Mr. Weisl, his own 
responsible chief, Director of Administration, who raised no objection ; this title 
was, moreover, used inside the Organisation as from 30 March 1953 and was 
known to the heads of the administrative units ; 

(5) On 8 April, that is to say a few days later, Mr. Weisl informed the com- 
plainant, in a letter couched in the following terms, that his appointment would 
not be confirmed : 

8 April 1953. 

Confidential. 


Dear Mr. McIntire: It is with regret that I have to inform you that I have 
decided, after full consideration, that it will not be possible for me to confirm 
your present appointment at the end of your probationary period. As you know, 
both Mr. Posner and I have had doubts about your suitability for the post which 
you occupy, and although there has been some improvement in your work in the 
last two or three months, I am now convinced that your abilities do not lie in 
the field of procedures work. 

2. Under Section 310.52 of the Administrative Manual, a staff member may be 
separated at any time during or at the end of his probationary period if, after a 
fair trial, he does not perform satisfactorily the duties of the post to which he is 
assigned. I consider that you have been given a fair trial, but have not performed 
your duties satisfactorily. You may, therefore, take this letter as your notice 
of separation, to be effective 31 May 1953, in accordance with the terms of the 
Administrative Manual. You are entitled, of course, to payment for any accrued 
annual leave, to the appropriate payment under the United Nations Joint Staff 
Pension Fund regulations, and to the payment of travel expenses to your home 
for yourself and your dependents. Under the regulations, you are not entitled 
to the payment of the cost of the removal of your household goods to your home, 
but I am recommending to the Director General that, in your case, the regulation 
in this respect should be waived and your costs reimbursed. I have no doubt 
that the Director General will approve my recommendation. 

3. May I say how sorry I am that it has become necessary to take this action 
and how much I hope that you will succeed in finding new activities in keeping 
with your obvious talents. 

Yours sincerely, 


(Signed) Frank Weisl, 
Director of Administration. 


(6) The complainant appealed, in accordance with the normal procedure, to 

the Appeals Committee established under the terms of the Staff Regulations ; his 
grievances were as follows: (a) established procedures were not followed in 

giving him his termination notice; (b) the charge of unsatisfactory services 
was based on misunderstanding, prejudice, or some other extraneous factor; 

(7) When he was heard by the Appeals Committee, the complainant dropped 
the first of these grievances (a) and modified the second (b ) , suppressing the 
words “misunderstanding” and “prejudice” and maintaining only that the deci- 
sion of the Director General was based on some extraneous factor : 

(8) In its report, the Appeals Committee stated: (a) that it had failed to find 
sufficient evidence that there was a justifiable grievance under the terms of the 
Administrative Manual, section 320.12: ib) that, in any event, article IX of the 
Staff Regulations (paragraph 301.0912) left, no doubt that the Director General 
was at full liberty to take any factors into consideration when deciding to termi- 
nate the appointment of a staff member serving a probationary period and that 
his sole judgment should prevail as to whether such action was in the interests 
of the Organisation ; 

(9) In an undated letter addressed to the complainant immediately after the 
deliberations of the Appeals Committee, that is to say, towards the end of May 
1953, the Director General accepted the conclusions of the Appeals Committee 
and confirmed that the appointment was terminated with effect from 4 june 1953. 

In law : 

Considering that the Director of Administration, in his letter of 8 April 1953, 
had based the decision to terminate tbe appointment of Mr. McIntire on section 
310.52 of the Administrative Manual, which provides inter alia that a staff 
member on probation may he separated at any time during or at the end of his 
probationary period for unsatisfactory service, provided he receives a statement 
giving the specific reasons for this action ; 
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Considering that the Appeals Committee, to which the complainant appealed, 
believed there might be another possible justification for the measure taken 
against the complainant in the event of the interests of the Organisation being 
invoked in accordance with article IX, paragraph 301.0912 of the Staff 
Regulations : 

Considering that the recourse to article IX suggested by the said Committee 
is devoid of all relevance; that it is only in the event of the Director General 
having expressly invoked the said article as a basis for the decision to terminate 
the appointment of an official on probation that this senior official would have 
acted in the full exercise of his prerogative, without the Tribunal having the 
power to judge the reasons involving the interests of the defendant Organisation ; 

That, while he accepted the conclusions of the Appeals Committee, he limited 
himself to confirming the decision of S April ; 

That, in addition, at that stage of the procedure, a change of grounds would 
have vitiated the procedure; that the Administrative Tribunal of the United 
Nations, in its judgment No. 4, stated “That, while it is not for the Tribunal 
to substitute its judgment for that of the Secretary General with respect to 
the adequacy of the grounds for termination stated, it is for the Tribunal to 
ascertain that an affirmative finding of cause which constitutes reasonable 
grounds for termination has been made, and that due process has been accorded 
in arriving at such an affirmative finding.” ; 

Considering that the only explanation which has ever been given expressly 
to the complainant was based on the unsatisfactory nature of his services ; 

Considering that the discretionary power of the Director General in this 
matter cannot be exercised for reasons not clearly specified ; that he cannot 
invoke one reason for exercising his powers when in reality his action is based 
on another reason, since this would constitute misuse of power likely to lead to 
rescission of the decision ; 

Whereon, pronouncing judgment on the substance : 

Considering that it cannot be conceived, unless a new circumstance arose 
in the meantime, that Mr. Weisl agreed, on 30 March 1953, that the complainant 
be authorised to use the title of chief of section whereas he himself, on 8 April 
of the same year, was to decide immediately to dismiss the complainant, the mat- 
ter appearing so urgent to him that he could not wait for the normal end of the 
probationary period (which was to expire less than two months later) or for the 
verification of the progress noted since Mr. Posner’s report of 14 January 1953, or 
even hear the explanations of the complainant beforehand ; 

Considering that the existence of this new circumstance is shown, that it is 
established that between 30 March and S April Mr. Dodd, then Director General, 
received a letter from Mr. Dickerson, Assistant Secretary of State of the United 
States of America, concerning the person of the complainant ; that the defendant 
Organisation has recognised that this was so since its representative declared in 
public sitting that the facts related in that letter were the official confirmation 
of information given verbally to the Director General, Mr. Dodd, during his 
visit to Washington one month previously, without any steps having been taken 
against the complainant at that time, but also without the complainant having 
been informed : 

Considering that the complainant asks that this letter be produced during 
the discussion, being of the opinion that the Tribunal would thus be in a better 
position to assess the influence of this document on the change of attitude of 
Mr. Weisl and on the decision communicated to the complainant on 8 April ; 

Considering that, in the following terms, the defendant Organisation has 
refused to accede to this request : 

27 August 1954. 

Sir: I have taken note of the letter dated 26 August 1954 which you were 
kind enough to communicate to me and in which Maitre J. Mercier, Counsel 
for Mr. Mclntire, asks that the Tribunal order the production of the letter 
received by the Director General of the F. A. O. from the Government of the 
United States and which has been mentioned in the course of the discussions. 

I have the honour to confirm the statement which I made during the sitting 
held this afternoon in camera; namely, that the Director General would have been 
happy to have been able to communicate this letter to the Tribunal, but that he 
does not consider that he should do so as this “confidential” letter comes from 
the Government of a sovereign State and must, for that reason, be treated in the 
same way as a diplomatic communication. Its production, without the authorisa- 
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tiou of the Government concerned, would constitute a violation of diplomatic 
usage in such matters. 

T have the honour to be, etc., 

(Signed) Sir John Serrao, 
Attorney at the Supreme Court of Appeal in Rome. 

(Signed) G. Saint-Pol, 

Chief of the Legal Affairs Section of the F . A. 0. 

Considering that the Tribunal, while it has not the power to express an opinion 
as to the merits of the reason given by the defendant Organisation, deems it 
inadmissible that the considerations alleged by that Organisation can in any 
way prejudice the legitimate interests of the complainant ; that the existence of 
a secret document concerning the complainant, the content of which is unknown 
to him and against which he is consequently powerless to defend himself, obvi- 
ously vitiates the just application of the Regulations to the complainant and 
affects not only the interests of the staff as a whole but also the interests of 
jusice itself (vide, judgment No. 15 of the Administrative Tribunal of the United 
Nations : “The Applicant cannot be penalised because certain information is 
considered by the Respondent as confidential and the Applicant has no oppor- 
tunity either of knowing what the reason is or of challenging it.”) 

That, in consequence, it is the duty of the Tribunal to consider as established 
the fact that the decision of 8 April is not really based on the grounds of unsatis- 
factory service but on personal considerations extraneous to such grounds ; that it 
therefore constitutes an act of misuse of power and must be rescinded ; 

Considering that, in the event of the defendant refusing consequently to au- 
thorise the complainant to resume his duties, it is necessary to make a financial 
award against the defendant with a view to compesnating the complainant for 
the damage which the decision has caused him in depriving him of the possibility 
of being accepted for permanent employment at the end of the trial period ; that, 
in addition, the complainant has been subjected for a long time to conditions of 
material and moral insecurity causing him serious suffering, a state of affairs 
which it should be recognised the present Directorate of the F. A. O. has tried 
to make easier by all means within its power ; 

On the grounds as aforesaid : 

Rejecting any wider or contrary conclusions, 

The Tribunal orders the rescission of the impugned decision of 8 April 1958 
and the undated decision of the Director General regarding the whole procedure 
followed in consequence ; 

And, 

Failing the reinstatement of the complainant in its service by the defendant 
Organisation, 

Orders that Organisation to pay the complainant, by way of compensation in 
reparation, an amount equivalent to fifteen months’ salary, together with inter- 
est at 4 per cent, as from 5 June 1953, an amount of three thousand dollars to 
be added to the whole by reason of the material and moral damage incurred by 
the complainant between S April 1953 and the date of the present judgment, 
independently of repatriation expenses, 

Orders the defendant Organisation to pay the complainant the sum of 300 
dollars by way of participation in the cost of his defence, 

With regard to the statement of Mr. Leutenegger, declares that statement re- 
ceivable insofar as it is made in his own name and orders the defendant to bear 
any expenses which arise from that statement and for which justification is 
provided. 

In witness of which judgment, pronounced in public sitting on 3 September 
1954, by His Excellency M. Albert Dev&ze, President, Jonkheer van Rijckevorsel, 
Acting Vice President, and M. Iasson Stavropoulos, Deputy Judge, called upon to 
sit owing to the inability of a titular Judge to attend, the aforementioned have 
hereunto subscribed their signatures, as well as myself, Wolf, Registrar of the 
Tribunal. 

Albert Dev&ze. 

A. van Rijckevorsel. 

Iasson Stavropoulos. 

Francis Wolf. 

Mr. Souk wine. Mr. Waldman, I would like to ask about one or two 
individuals whose names are of interest to the committee. 

Has the Board made a report with regard to Gardner Murphy ? 


SCOPE OF SOVIET ACTIVITY IN THE UNITED STATES 2215 

Mr. Waldman. Frankly, it does not strike a bell with me. 

Mr. Sourwine. You do not recall the name ? 

Mr. Waldman. Never, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. I might say, Mr. Chairman, Mr. Gardner Murphy 
was at one time an employee of UNESCO. I do not know whether 
lie is presently. The records indicate that Mr. Murphy was affiliated 
with 10 organizations which have been cited as subversive by the 
Attorney General which are : American Council for Protection of For- 
eign Born, Citizens Committee for Harry Bridges, Council for Pan 
American Democracy, Greater New York Emergency Conference on 
Inalienable Bights, National Federation for Constitutional Liberties, 
and Scientific and Cultural Conference for World Peace. 

Did the Board make a report with respect to Jerome A. Oberwager ? 

Mr. Waldman. Somehow I have a vague idea that that was the case, 
but we will be glad to let you know. I can't recall it. 

Mr. Sourwine. I have 3 names here, I have mentioned 1, and that 
is the second, and anything you can give the committee we would like 
to have. 

Senator Johnston. If you have any information that you can get 
from your files, we would be pleased to have it. 

Mr. Waldman. Very well, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Chairman, Mr. Oberwager testified before the 
subcommittee in February 1953, he invoked the fifth amendment when 
asked about membership and his activities in the Communist Party. 

We know that he was employed as a teacher of film scripts by 
UNESCO from 1951 to 1953. He left that particular employment, 
and I don’t know whether he has resumed employment with that 
or any other international agency, but I was interested in knowing 
whether the Board had any part in this case. 

Did the Board make a report with respect to Haakon Chevalier? 

Mr. Waldman. I don’t think we ever had such case, I just know 
from reading the literature on the subject. 

Mr. Sourwine. Haakon Chevalier, of course, is a very famous case, 
he was employed by UNESCO as a translator, and I do not know 
whether he is still so employed. He is the man that previously has 
been identified as the contact man between George Charles Eltenton 
and Dr. J. Bobert Oppenheimer, then director of the atom bomb 
project in 1942. 

Eltenton was approached by Peter Ivanov, then vice consul, Soviet 
consulate, San Francisco, who asked him to get technical information 
for Soviets. Eltenton contacted Chevalier, who in turn approached 
Oppenheimer and solicited the betrayal of classified atomic energy 
secrets to the Soviet Union. 

Mr. Waldman. If I saw that name I think I would know it. 

Mr. Sourwine. As far as you know it has never been submitted? 

Mr. Waldman. It never has ; no. 

Senator Johnston. You just get the cases that are submitted to 
you? 

Mr. Waldman. In other words, no American can be employed by an 
international organization without us knowing about it and making 
an investigation and making a decision. 
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(The following letter was later received by the subcommittee :) 

United States Civil Service Commission, 
International Organizations Employees Loyalty Board, 

Wash inr/ton 25, D. C., December 19, 1956. 

Mr. J. O. Soukwine, 

Counsel to the Subcommittee To Investigate the Administration of the Im- 
ternal Security Act and Other Internal Security Laws , Committee on the 
Judiciary , United States Senate, Washington 25, I). C. 

Dear Mr. Soukwine: At the hen ring on December 17, 1950, it was requested 
that information be furnished as to whether or not the cases of Gardner Murphy, 
Jerome A. Oberwager, and Haakon Chevalier had ever been processed by the 
International Organizations Employees Loyalty Board. 

Please be advised that the records of this board reveal that the aforementioned 
cases have never been adjudicated by this board. 

I shall be glad to assist if further information is desired. 

Sincerely, 

Frederick D. Irwin, Executive Secretary. 

(Mr. Toussaint, of the State Department, later provided the fol- 
lowing information:) 

Gardner Murphy is not at present and, it would appear, has not been employed 
by any of the international organizations since about 1950, when he was released 
from UNESCO. 

Jerome A. Oberwager was enqdoyed by the U. N. from October 7, 1040, until 
September 7, 1051, in the Public Information Department. There is no record of 
his being employed by an international organization since 1951. 

Haakon Chevalier was employed by the U. N. as an interpreter from Septem- 
ber IS, 1040, until October 14, 1040. There is no record that he was subsequently 
e mployed by any international organization. 

Mr. Soukwine. Mr. Chairman, there is one point which perhaps 
may not be clear in the record. These individuals whose names and 
records we have gone into were all the holders of substantial adminis- 
trative positions; is that correct? 

ill*. Walkman. They were; yes. 

Mr. Soukwine. Their salaries ranged from, I believe, $5,400 a year 
up? 

Mr. Walkman. That is right. 

Mr. Soukwine. We are not talking here about the cases of any little 
stenographer. 

Mr. Chairman, I have one more question of this witness. The wit- 
ness lias been extremely helpful, but, before we leave, however, I don’t 
know whether you want to dismiss this witness first before we put 
this in the record. 

Senator Johnston. We certainly want to thank you for coming 
before us and giving us this information and answering the questions 
you were asked. 

Mr. Walkman. Thank you. 

Mr. Soukwine. This document, Mr. Chairman, refers not to this 
subject matter at all, but to the recent hearing in Hawaii. It is a 
letter to the committee from the firm of Bouslog & Symonds. I would 
like to ask that it be made a part of the record. 

Senator Johnston. That shall be made a part of the record, and 
be included in that case that we had. 

(The letter referred to was placed in the record of the subcommittee 
in Honolulu.) 

Mr. Soukwine. I have nothing further to submit this morning, 
Mr. Chairman. 
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Senator Johnston. Are there any further questions' 

Senator Jexner. Nothing further, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Johnston. If not, the committee will adjourn, subject to 
the call of the Chair. 

(Whereupon, at 12:35 p. m., the subcommittee adjourned, subject 
to the call of the Chair.) 


APPENDIXES 


Appendix I 


(The following exchange of correspondence was ordered printed 
as an appendix to the hearing on December 17, 1956 :) 


January 18, 1957. 

Capt. Eugene R. Guild, United States Army (Retired), 

Headquarters , Fighting Homefolks of Fighting Men , 

Glemvood Springs , Colo. 


Dear Captain Guild : Thank you for your letter of January 6, 1957, with 
enclosures, which came to my desk earlier this week. You make some interesting 
points, and I plan to take up with my colleagues on the Internal Security Sub- 
committee the question of putting your letter in the records of our hearing. 

All good wishes for the New Year upon which we have embarked. 

Sincerely yours, 


James O. Eastland, 

Chairman, Internal Security Subcommittee. 


Headquarters, Fighting Homefolks of Fighting Men, 

Glenwood Springs , Colo., January 6 , 1957. 

Senator James O. Eastland, 

Chairman , Internal Security Subcommittee , Committee of the Judiciary, 
Senate Office Building, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Senator Eastland : We noted in the press that your committee was, in 
the process of hearings on UNESCO, calling as a witness Francis O. Wilcox, 
Assistant Secretary of State for International Organization Affairs. 

We have had some experience with Mr. Wilcox in the attached matter of a 
claim made by a group of mothers of dead or enslaved soldiers still held by the 
Reds from the Korean war. 

On December 2, 1954, President Eisenhower, speaking on the subject of our 
Red-held soldiers, said : “How the United Nations can possibly disabuse itself 
of a feeling of responsibility in this matter, and retain its self-respect, I wouldn’t 
know * * 

In Mr. Wilcox’s letter to ns dated January 11, 1956, and marked in red as 
Document No. 11 in the attached papers, he completely disavowed the President’s 
words and defended the United Nations in its abandonment of the American 
POW’s whose number General Van Fleet, generally supported by General Mark 
Clark, puts at 400. 

Mr. Wilcox’s role seems to be one of excusing and defending the United Nations 
acts to the detriment of the United States and, in this case, to the detriment of 
the bereaved and desperately anxious mothers of American heroes. 

His outrageous letter, Document No. 11, is furnished your subcommittee with 
the hope that it may throw light on the situation concerning disloyalty of 
Americans employed by international organizations. 

Yours very sincerely, 


Eugene R. Guild, 

Captain , United States Army , Retired. 


Enclosure No. 1 


[Los Angeles Times, February 9, 1956, p. 4] 

Betrayal of GI’s Charged 

In a letter signed by Assistant Secretary F. O. Wilcox, the State Department 
has refused to transmit to the United Nations the plea of 56 parents for redress 
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of wrongs done their sons who were missing or killed while fighting under the 
United Nations flag in Korea and who were betrayed and abandoned to the 
enemy. 

The State Department gives two remarkable reasons : 

First, ignoring the fact that American soldiers were deprived of support and 
protection, being captured or dying with their hands tied, it says that the 
Communists were solely to blame for what happened. 

The second reason will surprise all Americans who were told that the war was 
a U. N. war, fought with U. N. forces under the U. N. flag, and that the United 
States, in directing it, was acting as an agency of the United Nations. It is that 
the United Nations (although the letter admits it “sided with us,” “gave its 
backing,” “expressed its support”) was merely a sympathetic bystander, not 
responsible for anything. 

The letter mentioned “the United Nations command in Korea,” but it evidently 
was a slip of the pen because it says in effect that no such thing existed and 
that the U. N. flag over the headquarters was only “to symbolize the fact that the 
United States exercised unified command.” 

The 50 parents who received the letter regard this as doubletalk and an amazing 
example of buck passing. The buck is being passed from the United Nations 
to the United States and thence to the Communists. Nobody on our side is to 
blame, but our sons lie dead, betrayed by someone. Others remain in Red prisons 
for years of torture, abandoned by someone. The State Department seems more 
intent on defending the United Nations than the United States. 

The parents, and I am one, are perfectly aware that this buck-passing letter 
cannot absolve the United Nations for the crimes against the American soldier, 
committed in its name and under its flag. 

Nevertheless, the State Department, by officially exculpating the United Nations 
for complicity in the mistreatment of American soldiers, now clears the way for 
our suit against the Government for collaborating in the betrayal and abandon- 
ment of our soldier sons. The State Department cannot now come to court and 
plead that it was all the United Nations’ fault. 

Eugene R. Guild, 

United States Army , Retired , Fighting Homefolks of 

Fighting Men , Glen wood Springs , Colo. 


Enclosure No. 2 
[News Release No. 2761 

Headquarters, Fighting Homefolks of Fighting Men, 

Glen wood Springs, Colo., June 23, 1955. 

Mr. Dag Hammarskjold, 

Secretary General, United Nations, 

Anniversary Celebration Headquarters , San Francisco, Calif. 

My Dear Mr. Hammarskjold : I furnish you herewith a claim by 70 kin of 
American soldiers who fought in Korea under the U. N. flag. The value of the 
life or liberty of an American patriot hero lost by reason of bad faith and 
disloyalty to him by the U. N. is placed at a million dollars, and would be cheap 
at 10 times that price. 

Individual signed claims, synopses of testimony expected from witnesses, and 
any other information or documents you may desire will be forwarded upon 
your application. Will you please designate the tribunal which will hear these 
claims, the procedure you will require, and the approximate date of the hear- 
ing which we request shall not be before August 1. 

We are sure that the U. N., which was glad to generously indemnify those 
un-Americans who lost their jobs because of their sympathy with the Red 
enemy of America, will be equally glad to indemnify the kin of those Americans 
who lost their lives or their liberty fighting for a U. N. which did not and 
still does not, back them up. 

These claims are submitted after attempts by the kin to see you failed. You 
will recall that on April 19, 1954, you would not see 70 weary mothers waiting 
hours to see you ; that as pictured in the Nation’s press your security police 
treated a group of them so brusquely as to reduce them to tears ; and that 
you had the New York police remove the mothers from First Avenue because 
a portion of that New York street is no longer American soil and can be walked 
upon only by your permission. 
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On April 20 the mothers again failed to arrange a meeting with you through 
Henry Cabot Lodge, who also would not see them — cleverly setting the hour 
at which he was willing to meet them at a time after their scheduled departure 
for Washington in an attempt, also in vain, to see Mr. Eisenhower. Mr. Lodge 
then alleged that the mothers had expressed themselves as pleased and well 
satisfied with his treatment of them. 

The last recourse then is to prosecute these claims in the U. N. court of 
justice. A good many additional coclaimants are expected to appear, and we 
reserve the right to add more claimants up to the hour of the hearing. Please 
note that these claims have no mercenary element; counsel will serve without 
fee and the claimants all pledge their indemnity for use in ridding the United 
States of the subversive influence of the U. N. before more American boys die 
by more U. N. treachery. 

Eugene R. Guild, 

Captain, United States Army, Retired, 

(For the Claimants). 


Enclosure No. 3 
[News Release No. 275] 

Headquarters, Fighting Homefolks of Fighting Men, 

Glenwood Springs , Colo., June 23, 1955. 

Claim Against the United Nations for Loss of Life or Liberty 

The below signatory kin claim an indemnity of $1 million each for the death 
or loss of liberty of their soldier kin in the Korean war. Having started the 
war and accepted the loyalty of these American soldiers, the U. N. committed 
the following breaches of faith and loyalty constituting betrayal and abandon- 
ment of the American soldiers fighting under its flag. 

Charge I : Most of the U. N. did not back these men with their soldiers. 

Charge II: The U. N. kept a Red member on its military committee, where 
he could aid the Red enemy. 

Charge III: By this and other means the U. N. assured the Chinese Reds 
that if they attacked, the U. N. would not do its utmost to defeat them. 

Charge IV : The U. N. then tied our soldiers’ hands, denying them strategic and 
tactical support of routine blockade, bombing, and hot pursuit, removing their 
leader on the verge of victory, and ordering cease-fires each time victory was 
imminent. 

Charge V : The U. N. failed to expell the member who had started the war 
and who supplied the enemy with munitions. 

Charge VI : The U. N. did not prevent its members from trading with and 
supplying the enemy with the means to kill our men. 

Charge VII : The U. N. made no effort to enforce the truce violated by the hold- 
ing by the enemy of several hundred American soldiers, aud for over a year and 
a half has abandoned to the enemy several hundred Americans who fought under 
the U. N. flag. The recent deal to free the 15 airmen is but an incident in the 
blackmail deal to sell the 100,000 free people of Quemoy and Matsu into Red 
slavery. 

Witnesses: Gens. Douglas MacArthur, James A. Van Fleet, Mark Clark, 
George E. Stratemeyer, Edward M. Almond, Adm. C. Turner Joy, aud other 
Americans. 

Coplaintiffs (all having pledged any indemnity to a fund for ridding America 
of the subversive influence of the U. N. before more American boys die by its 
treachery) : Alice E. Anderson, Dealia L. Bailey, Hazel Benham, Katheryn Cole- 
man, Mrs. James F. Crtucli field, Esther Gramberg, Lola M. Schauer, Jo Stiter, 
Myrtle Yarbrough, California ; Eugene R. and Isabel C. Guild, Colorado; Bessie 
McDonough, Mrs. George Perdrizet, Connecticut; Mr. and Mrs. Halsted P. Lay- 
ton, Delaware; Forest and Mae McEIroy, Mrs. R. H. Sliaddick, Mrs. J. L. Wright, 
Florida ; Mrs. E. N. Morris, R. J. Wise, Georgia ; Mr. and Mrs. Stanley Arendt, 
Lyttia Elam, Roy Tluffstutler, Mrs. Nicholas Radanovicli, Edwin Schnktz, Mr. 
and Mrs. Michael Yercieh, Illinois; Mr. and Mrs. Roy E. Yonts, Kentucky; Mrs. 
Thorn H. Dakin, Mrs. Ralph M. Hummel, Massachusetts ; Mr. and Mrs. Stanley 
Depki, Michigan; Mrs. Frank Brown, Lillian W. Jensen, Mr. and Mrs. A. Lund- 
berg, Archie and Ruth Nelson, Minnesota; Marjorie Llewellyn, Montana; Leota 
Shadden, Nebraska ; J. B. Agnelli, Marie DiGiorgio, Sarah Flaherty, William J, 
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Gluntz, Cesira Mattucci, Mrs. J. E. Schwab, Rita Van Wees, Mr. and Mrs. John 
Zingarella, New York ; Mrs. E. S. Guthrie, Sr., North Carolina ; Mr. and Mrs. 
Dennis M. Kelly, Oklahoma; M. J. Durochin, Oregon; Cora L. Roberts, H. W. 
Schrecengost, Pennsylvania ; J. A. Gleaves, Ethel C. Logan, Helen H. Logan, 
Tennessee; Ellen 13. Hernan, Mrs. Ignacio Davis, A. G. Lostetter, Mrs. Charles E. 
McDonough, Coleta L. Sanchez, Nienan A. Vela, Texas ; J. A. Desautels, Sophia 
D. Rehm, Vermont; Nancy Williams, Mrs. Arch T. Young, Virginia; Margaret 
M. Barrick, West Virginia ; Mrs. G. E. Dagtion, Mrs. G. A. Kampa, K. A. Mikulik, 
Wisconsin ; Mrs. S. A. de Diaz, Mrs. C. I. de Valentin, P. C. Lanzo, Jacinta 
Martinez, G. P. Soto, A. M. Vazquez, Puerto Rico. 

Eugene R. Guild, 

Captain , United States Army , Retired 

(For the Coplaintiffs). 


Enclosure No. 4 
[News Release No. 2S5W] 

Claim for Indemnity From the United Nations for Loss of Life or Liberty 
of American Soldiers Betrayed and Abandoned by United Nations 

Having been deprived needlessly and unjustly of my beloved son by the loss 
of his life or liberty in the Korean war, I hereby lodge this claim against the 
United Nations Organization for $1 million as damages for that loss. 

I shall bring witnesses and submit documentary evidence to prove that the 
United Nations Organization, having taken over control of the Korean w T ar, 
and having accepted the obligations imposed by its acceptance of the loyalty of 
the American soldiers lighting under the United Nations flag, did fail in these 
obligations by committing the following breaches of faith and loyalty constituting 
the betrayal and abandonment of my son. 

Charge I : Most of the U. N. members did not back him with their soldiers 
as they w r ere obligated to do under their contract. 

Charge II : The U. N. kept a Red member on its military committee, where he 
could aid the Red enemy. 

Charge III : By this and other means the U. N. assured the Chinese Reds 
that if they attacked the U. N. w r ould not do its utmost to defeat them. 

Charge IV : The U. N. then tied the hands of my son, denying him strategic 
and tactical support of routine blockade, bombing, and hot pursuit, removing 
his leader on the verge of victory and ordering cease-fires each time victory 
w T as at hand. 

Charge V : The U. N. failed to expell the member w ho had started the w r ar and 
who supplied the enemy with munitions. 

Charge VI : The U. N. did not prevent its members from trading with and 
supplying the enemy wdth the means to kill my son. 

Charge VII : The U. N. made no effort to enforce the truce violated by the 
enemy's holding several thousand troops fighting under the U. N. flag, including 
several hundred American soldiers. For over 2 years it has abandoned to the 
enemy several huudred Americans who fought under the U. N. flag. The deal 
which freed the 15 airmen is but ail incident in the blackmail deal between the 
Reds and the U. X. 

I desire to call as witnesses Gens. Douglas MacArthur, James A. VanFleet, 
Mark Clark, George E. Stratemeyer, Edward M. Almond, Adm. C. Turner Joy, 
and other Americans. 


Enclosure No. 5 

Headquarters, Fighting Homefolks of Fighting Men, 

Glenwood Springs , Colo., September 27, 1955. 

Mr. Henry Cabot Lodge, 

United States Ambassador to the United Nations, 

New York , N. Y. 

Dear Mr. Lodge: We submit herewith an appeal to the U. N. Organization 
for redress of w r rongs. It is submitted by the next of kin of soldiers of 24 States 
w ho fought tinder the U. N. flag. 

We request that, wflth the consent of your superiors in Washington, you place 
this appeal before the U. N. for consideration by the proper tribunal. 

72723 — 57— pt. 38 9 
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It would appear to all Americans very strange if the U. N., an organization 
ostensibly devoted to justice, again refuses a hearing to the mothers of Ameri- 
can heroes seeking redress for wrongs done their sons — who lost their lives or 
liberty fighting for the United Nations. 

You will recall that the U. N. in 1954 refused to hear the appeal of 70 mothers, 
traveling to New York from as far as California. A preliminary notice of the 
present appeal was given the Secretary General on June 23, 1955, with a request 
for information on the procedure desired by the U. N. in such cases. The mothers 
have not to date been accorded the courtesy of a reply. 

In all fairness, the U. N., which was glad to indemnify those Communist 
Americans who lost their jobs in U. N. work, should be equally glad to indemnify 
those non-Communist Americans who lost their sons in U. N. work. Also, as a 
matter of justice, the U. N. should not be deterred from hearing this appeal, 
even though the frankly avowed purpose of the claimants is to use the indemnity 
to purge the United States of the subversive influence of the U. N., thereby 
protecting future soldiers from similar betrayal and abandonment. 

Yours very truly, 

Eugene R. Guild, 

Captain , United States Army , Retired , 

Chairman , Claims Committee 
(And Acting Also on Behalf of My Son, Killed in Korea). 


Enclosure No. 6 

Headquarters, Fighting Homefolks of Fighting Men, 

Glen wood Springs , Colo., September 27, 1955. 

GI Kin Appeal to U. N. for Redress of Wrongs Done Their Soldier Sons 

and Husbands 

A committee of parents, representing next of kin of soldiers from 24 States, 
dead or still in the hands of the Chinese Reds, today visited the offices of Sec- 
retary General Dag Hammarskjold and U. N. Ambassadar Henry Cabot Dodge 
to present an appeal for redress for wrongs done them by the United Nations 
organization. 

They entered 7 specifications charging betrayal and abandonment of their 
soldier kin, and listed General MacArthnr, 5 top commanders and others as 
witnesses. They ask $1 million indemnity for each soldier thus wronged, and 
have all signed a pledge which, in bitter irony, obligates them to devote the 
indemnity to a new kind of tax-free foundation dedicated to purging America 
of the subversive influence of the U. N., to the end that American soldiers will 
never again be betrayed and abandoned “by any such alien subversive agency.” 

This is the second appeal by the kinfolk. In April 1954, 70 mothers and wives, 
coining to New York from as far away as California, were denied a hearing 
by Secretary General Hamarskjold and Ambassador Lodge. Similarly, 83 of 
the mothers and wives of American heroes waited for 2 days, in vain, in front 
of the White House for an audience with President Eisenhower. 

It was not until a full 7 months of torture later, when the Chinese Reds them- 
selves brought the matter into the open by sentencing to prison 11 of the several 
hundred soldiers they held, that Mr. Eisenhower finally asked the U. N. to act. 
This unconscionable stalling, coupled with the Government’s suppression of the 
news of the existence in captivity of the 15 airmen for several months in 1954, 
is evidence of bad faith by the U. N. and the United States Government. 

Last spring, in desperation, 2 mothers offered to take their captive sons’ places 
as hostages, and 2 other mothers traveled to Hong Kong in a vain attempt to 
appeal to their sons’ Red captors. And then, on this last Memorial Day, 15 
mothers protested by returning their heroic sons’ medals to Mr. Eisenhower, 
stating their sons needed his loyalty, not his medals. The press services, al- 
though fully informed by the mothers of this fact, made note that only two 
mothers had made the medal protest. 

Today it is evident that both the U. N. and the United States Government hope 
that with the return of the 15 airmen, the rest of the Red-held American soldiers 
will be forgotten and will not continue to be an embarrassment. But here are 
the Pentagon figures on them : In June 1955 (and today the figures are approxi- 
mately the same) there were 4,091 soldiers still missing, including 453 of the 
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original 944 the Pentagon had evidence were in Red hands. Subtracting the 
1,550 unidentified bodies now held in Japan leaves 3,141 soldiers still missing. 

The Government, despite the basis for a reasonable presumption that many 
of them are still alive, the basis being that the Reds invariably secretly hold 
captives of all nations for long periods, has declared them all “presumed dead” 
in an evident attempt to write them off and be rid of their embarrassing existence. 

To the mothers this meant that our Government does not intend to take resolute 
action to free their sons and is abandoning them, not abandonment for just 2 
years of torture, as suffered by the 15 airmen, but forever. 

War should not be necessary to free them if a resolute President would con- 
vince the Reds that its Red-held soldiers, who offered their lives for America, 
are regarded not as just a few hundred individuals, but as embodying the soul 
and the honor of America. And that as such their freedom, or the avenging of 
their lives, if taken in reprisal, is worth, to all Americans, whatever risk of war 
resolute action might bring them. 


Enclosure No. 7 


[News Release No. 286-W] 


Headquarters, Fighting Homefolks of Fighting Men, 

Glenwood Springs , Colo., October 5, 1955. 


Hon. John Foster Dulles, 

The Secretary of State , 

State Department , Washington, D . C. 


Dear Me. Dulles : Herewith is an appeal for redress of wrongs which is ad- 
dressed to the United Nations and is signed by the next of kin of soldiers of 24 
States who fought under the U. N. flag. 

We ask that the State Department request the United Nations to hear this 
plea for justice. We suggest that it be conveyed to the United Nations that it 
cannot afford to again turn a deaf ear to these kin of American heroes whose 
own voices have been stilled by death or Red imprisonment. 

The United Nations was quick to indemnify the Communist UN-Americans 
who lost their jobs in U. N. work, it should be even quicker in indemnifying the 
non-Communist Americans who lost their sons in U. N. work. 

The least it can do, in all justice, is to hear their plea. Please note that all 
have pledged themselves to use the indemnity not for personal purposes, but 
for a foundation dedicated to purging America of subversive influences. 

Sincerely, 


Eugene R. Guild, 

Captain , United States Army , Retired. 


Enclosure No. 8 
[News Release No. 296J 

Headquarters, Fighting Homefolks of Fighting Men, 

Glenwood Springs, Colo., December 19, 1955. 

Hon. John Foster Dulles, 

The Secretary of State , 

State Department, Washington , D. C. 

My Dear Mr. Dulles : On October 5, as committee chairman representing 56 
parents whose sons lost their lives or their liberty in the Korean war, I sub- 
mitted to you 56 claims for indemnity against the United Nations Organization. 

These claims constitute an appeal for redress of wrongs done their sons. 

In over 2 months, we have had neither an acknowledgment nor a report of 
progress on them. May we at this time please have a report from you on the 
action you have taken? 

In order that we might leave no stone unturned, we submitted on September 27 
identical claims to Mr. Dag Hammarskjold, Secretary General of the United 
Nations, personally, and to Mr. Henry Cabot Lodge, United States Representa- 
tive to the United Nations, personally. Mr. Lodge informed us on September 28 
that he had forwarded the claims to Washington, but we have had no word from 
Mr. Hammarskjold. 
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If American citizens who believe themselves to have been wronged by the 
United Nations should not address their appeals for redress through the Amer- 
ican Secretary of State, will you please inform us of the procedure you deem 
correct. 

I submit that these bereaved parents do not deserve to have their pleas 
ignored, whether or not you agree with them, or whether or not their pleas 


are embarrassing. 

Yours sincerely, 


Eugene It. Guild, 

Captain , United States Army , Retired , 

Chairman , Claims Committee . 


Enclosure No. 0 


[News Release No. 297] 


Headquarters, Fighting Homefolks of Fighting Men, 

Glen wood Springs, Colo., December 19, 1955. 


Mr. Henry Cabot Lodge, Jr., 

United States Representative to the United Nations, 

New York , N. Y. 


My Dear Mr. Lodge: We appreciate your acknowledgment of receipt of the 
claims against the United Nations, and the information that yon had forwarded 
them to Washington. 

We have heard nothing further for more than 2 months, however, and would 
be grateful to you for a report of action taken upon these claims. 

Surely the fact that these claims are embarrassing to the United Nations, as 
well as to the United States Government, should not operate to deny these 
parents to hearing. 

We are prepared to appear at any designated time before any designated 
tribunal, with counsel, to show cause as to why the United States should lay 
these claims officially before the United Nations. We will have testimony from 
distinguished witnesses to support this. 

It would indeed be incredible if the United Nations, an organization estab- 
lished to see justice done, should refuse at least to grant a hearing to the pleas 
for redress by these bereaved American parents. 

Yours sincerely, 


Eugene R. Guild, 

Captain , United Stales Army, Retired, 

Claims Committee Chairman. 


Enclosure No. 10 


[News Release No. 295] 


Headquarters, Fighting Homefolks of Fighting Men, 

Glenwood Springs , Colo., December 19, 1955. 


Mr. Dag IIammarskjold, 

Sccrcary General, United Nations, 

New York, N. Y. 


My Dear Mr. Hammarskjold : You may recall that on September 27 our 
committee visited you personally, to deliver to you the appeals for redress by 56 
parents of American sons who lost their lives or their liberty fighting under the 
United Nations flag in the Korean war. 

These bereaved parents are American citizens who believe themselves to have 
been wronged by the United Nations. They do not deserve to be ignored, whether 
or not you agree with them, or whether or not their pleas may be embarrassing 
to the United Nations Organization. 

Surely the United Nations, an organization established to see justice done, 
cannot deny these American mothers and fathers a hearing on their pleas for 
redress of wrongs done them. 

May we have a report of the action you have taken on these claims? 

Yours sincerely, 


Eugene R. Guild, 

Captain, United States Army , retired, 

Chairman , Claims Committee. 
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Enclosure No. 11 

Department of State, 
Washington 25. D. 0., January 11 , 1956. 

Captain Eugene R. Guild, 

Fighting Home folks of Fighting Men , 

Glen wood Springs , Colo. 

Dear Captain Guild : Reference is made to your letters of October 5, 1955, 
and December 19, 1955, and to communications on the same matter between you 
and Ambassador Lodge, who, as you know, is our permanent representative to 
the United Nations. Ambassador Lodge has just forwarded to the Department of 
State your letter to him of December 19, 1955. which he received on December 
i?8, and a copy of his answer of January 9, 1956. 

As Ambassador Lodge has made very clear, the United States is doing all it 
can to bring about the release of all Americans who are still held in the Far 
East by the Communists. This is true not only of civilians known to be in 
Communist hands, but also of any military personnel who remain unaccounted 
for, and as to whom any chance remains that they might be discovered to be 
alive and in Communist hands. As Ambassador Lodge has also told you, the 
United States has asked and received the full support and assitance of the United 
Nation, through its General Assembly and Secretary-General, in demanding and 
pressing for the return of any members of the Armed Forces of the United States 
and other participating nations who served in the Korean conflict and might 
now be held by the Communists. 

You request that the United States press claims against the United Nations 
on behalf of the families of American soldiers killed or missing in the Korean 
conflict. The United States Government cannot press such claims against the 
United Nations because the United Nations is not responsible for our losses. 
The Communists are. The United Nations and the overwhelming majority of the 
members of the United Nations who supported us in various ways in the Korean 
conflict have sided with the United States in the defense of Korea and in stop- 
ping Communist aggression in Korea. We sought and we gained their support 
and with it we stopped that aggression. 

Immediately after the North Korean aggression against the Republic of Korea, 
the United States sought action by the United Nations Security Council to de- 
fend the Republic of Korea against this assault. In a series of resolutions sought 
and supported by the United States the Security Council gave its backing to our 
effort to organize the defense of the Republic of Korea against Communist 
aggression. In particular, it recommended that member states make forces 
available to a unified command under the United States and requested the 
United States to designate the commander of these forces. Subsequently, the 
United Nations General Assembly also expressed its support for this defense. 

The United States voluntarily sent its forces to resist the Communists. Fif- 
teen other United Nations members contributed forces, too. Although the total 
contribution of forces from other members was not as large as we desired, it did 
amount to about two divisions, which otherwise would have had to come from 
the United States. 

In resolutions passed by overwhelming majorities, the responsible agencies of 
the United Nations mobilized world opinion behind the United States and the 
other 15 countries resisting communism in Korea. Also, the General Assembly 
and its Additional Measures Committee won the voluntary cooperation of im- 
portant member nations in enforcing against the aggressors an emmbargo on 
strategic goods. 

From the outset, command of the forces resisting the aggressors in Korea was 
exercised by the Government of the United States. The decisions of that ^com- 
mand were made by our Government, and the United Nations command in Korea 
received its orders* exclusively from our Government through the United States 
Joint Chiefs of Staff. 

Neither the United States Government nor the military command in Korea 
ever received any orders from the United Nations concerning conduct of the 
Korean war effort. Specifically, the Military Staff Committee of the United 
Nations (whose principal functions under the United Nations Charter have be- 
come virtually a dead letter) had no part whatsoever in the Korean war. 

The United States soldiers and other United States military personnel in 
Korea have at all times remained under the command of the United States, and 
of the President as Commander in Chief. At no time have our military person- 
nel been in any sense employees of the United Nations. They fought always under 
the United States flag. Where the United States commanders in Korea flew the 
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United Nations flag in addition to our own, they did so to symbolize the fact 
that the United States exercised the unified command. 

In these circumstances the United States cannot bring a claim against the 
United Nations for the wrongful death, injury, or captivity of United States 
military personnel at the hands of the North Korean and Chinese Communist 
aggressors. There can be no doubt that it is the Communist side that must bear 
full responsibility for the untold loss of life and human suffering that marked the 
Korean conflict. 

The sincere sympathy of your Government, and I am sure of every American, 
goes out to you and all the families of those who have fought and suffered in 
Korea. You may be sure that our losses will not be forgotten nor shall we 
lose sight of our objective of preserving free nations from the threat of armed 
aggression. 

Since your letters and the documents you have submitted evidence the im- 
mediate interest of over 50 families in these matters, we are sending a copy of 
this letter directly to each of the families concerned. 

Sincerely yours, 

For the Secretary of State : 

(Signed) Francis O. Wilcox, 

Assistant Secretary. 


Enclosure No. 12 
[News Release No. 303] 

January 20, 1956. 

In a letter, January 11, 1956, signed by Assistant Secretary F. O. Wilcox, the 
State Department has refused to transmit to the United Nations the plea to the 
United Nations of 56 parents for redress of wrongs done their sons who were 
missing or killed while fighting under the U. N. flag in Korea and who were 
betrayed and abandoned to the enemy. 

The State Department gives two remarkable reasons : As the first, ignoring the 
fact that American soldiers were deprived of support and protection, being cap- 
tured or dying with their hands tied, it says that the Communists were solely to 
blame for what happened. The second reason will surprise all Americans, who 
were told that the war was a IT. N. war, fought with U. N. forces, under the U. N. 
flag; and that the United States, in directing it, was acting as an agency of the 
U. N. It is that the U. N., although the letter admits it “sided with us,” “gave its 
backing,” “expressed its support,” was merely a sympathetic bystander, not re- 
sponsible for anything. 

The letter mentioned “The United Nations Command in Korea,” but it evi- 
dently was a slip of the pen because it says in effect that no such thing existed, 
and says the U. N. flag over the headquarters was only “to symbolize the fact that 
the United States exercised unified command.” 

The 56 parents who received the letter regard this as doubletalk and an amaz- 
ing example of buckpassing, the buck being passed from the U. N. to the United 
States and thence to the Communists. Nobody on our side to blame, but our sons 
lie dead, betrayed by someone ; and others lie in Red prisons for years of torture, 
abandoned by someone. The State Department seems more intent on defending 
the U. N. than the United States, but that is normal. 

The parents, and I am one, are perfectly aware that this buckpassing letter 
cannot absolve the U. N. for the crimes against the American soldier committed 
in its name and under its flag. Nevertheless the State Department, by officially 
exculpating the U. N. for complicity in the mistreatment of American soldiers, 
now clears the way for our suit against the Government for collaborating in the 
betrayal and abandonment of our soldier sons. State cannot now come to court 
and plead that it was all the U. N.’s fault. 

Eugene R. Guild, 

Captain , United States Army , Retired , 

Director . 
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Enclosure No. 13 


[News Release No. 304] 


Headquarters, Fighting Homefolks of Fighting Men, 

Glemcood Springs, Colo., January 81, 195G. 

Hon. John Foster Dulles, 

Secretary of State of the United States . 

My Dear Mr. Dulles : Your assistant’s letter, conveying your refusal to trans- 
mit to the U. N. the plea to the U. N. of 56 parents for redress of wrongs done 
their dead or missing sons, places you in the anomalous position of rushing to 
the defense of the somewhat less than valiant U. N., while leaving defenseless 
the gallant mothers of American soldiers. 

The letter portrays you as so childlike as to believe that when the ship of 
state is run upon a rock, the rock is to blame — not the blundering, lubberly 
captain who runs it upon the rock. That the hand-tying of the American soldier 
in Korea, depriving him of the support and protection due him under the Amer- 
ican flag, and his abandonment by his government and the U. N. to years of 
Red torture, was all the Communists’ fault. It makes you out either that naive 
or a buckpasser. 

The letter has you letting the U. N. have its cake and eat it, too. The U. N. 
is responsible for stopping aggression, it says, but is not responsible for the evil 
things done by it to our soldiers. But your assistants should get together on 
their stories; they have made you rather absurdly contradict yourself. Today 
you inform the kinfolk that the U. N. is not responsible ; yesterday you inform 
the kinfolk that the U. N. is responsible, and quote the President to prove it. 

I refer to “Excerpt from the transcript of the President’s news conference of 
December 2, 1954,” on the subject of our Red-held POW’s, which on December 
20, 1954, you distributed to the kinfolk. 

“Moreover, those men were there in conformity with obligations incurred 
under the United Nations, and were there, in fact, in accordance with the specific 
request and resolution of the United Nations. How the United Nations can 
possibly disabuse itself of a feeling of responsibility in this matter, and retain 
its self-respect, I wouldn’t know ; * * 

The letter has you declaring that the U. N. is pressing for the liberation of our 
men, but we see that the only pressing in evidence is the pressing by the U. N. 
to reward the captors, the murderers, and the torturers of our men with member- 
ship in the U. N. 

The letter, besides being puerile, is completely misleading. Among other mis- 
information is the assertion that the other 59 U. N. members furnished about 
two divisions of troops. Even schoolboys know that, according to the division 
slice, the number of troops furnished was equivalent in number to only half a 
division and, as scattered troops, were equivalent in effectiveness to less than 
that. 

We reject your excuses, and reaffirm our request that you transmit to the 
U. N. our plea for redress of wrongs. The letter expresses sympathy, but the 
need from you is not for sympathetic words but for sympathetic deeds. 

For the Claimants: 


Eugene R. Guild, 

Captain , United States Army, Retired. 

Note to editor. — Any reparations have been pledged for use in removal of 
the subversives in the United States and its Government responsible for the 
abandonment and betrayal of the American soldier. 


Enclosure No. 14 
[News Release No. 305] 

Headquarters, Fighting Homefolks of Fighting Men, 

Glemcood Springs, Colo., February 1, 1956. 

The State Department Letter 
To Coclaimant Kin : N 

I enclose our reply and renewed request to Mr. Dulles, but the letter was so 
unbelievably childish and so replete with misinformation that I am adding this 
review of it. 
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It was either a deliberate attempt to deceive and mislead you, or evidence of 
shocking ignorance and ineptitude in high places. If it was sincere; if it repre- 
sents top-level bra in work in the State Department, such as is applied to our 
foreign relations, I can only say, “God help the United States.” 

Paragraph 2: “* * * The United States is doing all it can * * *” How? 
By making insincere “demands” upon the Reds for an accounting, and in the 
same breath proving they are insincere by withdrawing our troops capable of 
enforcing any sincere demand? By playing down and suppressing news of our 
missing men, and misleading, ha missing, intimidating, and smearing the kinfolk 
who protest and persist in seeking the news they are entitled to know? By 
jumping at the chance to write off the missing men and get them out of sight 
and away from the attention of the American people, by presuming them dead, 
despite the Communists’ habit of holding POW’s of all nations for years and 
lying about it? 

By attempting to convince the American people that it is honorable to send 
boys out to fight and die for them, and then to shirk their duty to share the 
risk with them by abandoning their soldiers for fear that, by giving them the 
support and protection they are entitled to, the people at home might be bombed? 
By degrading the American soldier to the position where he can be and is being 
betrayed aud abandoned with impunity? 

If the administration had evidence that all the missing were dead, it would 
be obligated to so declare — thereby putting an end to the agonized uncertainty 
of the kin. It is significant that they have not so declared. They say that they 
have no “evidence” that they are alive, which is far different from saying that 
they know they are dead. They learned that lesson after the Assistant Secretary 
of Defense told you in Washington in April 1954, that he did not know “that a 
single individual is known to be alive” ; and after a casualty officer in the Penta- 
gon flatly stated that he was “absolutely convinced” that they were “all most cer- 
tainly dead.” Shortly afterward the Reds announced they were holding the 15 
airmen, and also two civilian employees, Downey and Fecteau, whom the Defense 
Department had long held to be dead. 

A recent “bit and piece” of information, as General Van Fleet, who believes 
his son alive and in the hands of the Reds, would term it, comes from John H. 
Noble, released after almost 10 years iu a Red slave camp, in 1955. He reports 
stories of Korean vets in Siberian camps and word of the eight fliers shot down 
over the Baltic in April 1950, and all reported dead by the Russians. (See 
Reader’s Digest of February 1956, p. 157.) 

(Pars. 3, 4, and 5 covered in my reply to Dulles.) 

Paragraph 6 : There was only a pretense of an embargo ; hundreds of cargoes, 
including rubber from Ceylon, reached the enemy in ships of U. N. members. 

(Par. 7 covered.) 

Paragraph S: Quibbling. The Communist Chairman of the U. N. Military 
Staff Committee, while of course not directing the Korean war, nevertheless was 
in the prime position for receiving and transmitting information to our enemy. 

(Pars. 9, 10, and 11 covered in reply.) 

Paragraph 2 again : The Government, while trying to give the impression that 
all are dead, is smart enough to leave a loophole, “However, it is possible that at 
some time in the future the Communists will admit holding in China additional 
United States personnel.” Deputy Assistant Defense Secretary William H. 
Godel, iu letter July 21, 1955, to Senator Knowland (Congressional Record, 
July 26, 1955). 

Also see State Department note to Kremlin released July 16, 1956. 

Eugene R. Guild, 

Captain , United States Army, Retired . 
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FRIDAY, NOVEMBER 16, 1956 

United States Senate, 

Subcommittee To Investigate the Administration 
of the Internal Security Act and Other Internal 
Security Laws, of the Committee on the Judiciary, 

Washington , D. G . 

The subcommittee met, pursuant to recess, at 10 : 35 a. m., in the 
caucus room, Senate Office Building, Senator Olin D. Johnston pre- 
siding . 

Also present : Robert Morris, chief counsel ; J ay Sourwine, associate 
counsel; William A. Rusher, administrative counsel; and Benjamin 
Mandel, director of research. 

Senator Johnston. The subcommittee will come to order. 

We will begin the hearings on another battlefront this morning. 
This is a Honolulu witness. 

Mr. Morris. That is right. The witness this morning, Senator — 
well, I will ask him to identify himself. 

Senator Johnston. Will you raise your right hand? Do you swear 
the evidence you will give before this subcommittee will be the truth, 
the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

General O'Daniel. I do. 

Senator Johnston. Be seated. 

TESTIMONY OF IT. GEN. JOHN W. O’DANIEL, UNITED STATES 

ARMY (RETIRED) 

Mr. Morris. General, will you give us your full name ? 

General O’Daniel. John W. O’Daniel, lieutenant general, United 
States Army, retired. 

Mr. Morris. For how long have you been retired, General? 

General O’Daniel. I retired on the 29th of February 1956. 

Mr. Morris. You have been a military man all your life, sir? 

General O’Daniel. Forty years. 

Mr. Morris. Where were you born, General ? 

General O’Daniel. Newark, Del. 

Mr. Morris. Did you attend the United States Military Academy ? 

General O’Daniel. I did not. 

Mr. Morris. How did you first come into the military service? 

General O’Daniel. I attended the first officers’ training camp at 
Fort Myer, Va., and received a provisional second lieutenancy. 

Senator Johnston. You say the first officers’ training; that was in 
the First World War ? 

General O’Daniel. That is right; yes, sir. 
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Mr. Morris. Genera], I wonder if you would sketch for us some 
aspects of your career that would tend to qualify you before this com- 
mittee as someone who can speak as an authority whom we may consult 
in connection with the forthcoming inquiry which the Senate Internal 
Security Subcommittee is conducting or plans to conduct on Com- 
munist infiltration of the Hawaiian Islands. You have served as a 
commanding officer there, have you not? 

Genera] O'Daniel. Yes, sir; I have. 

Mr. Morris. When did you serve as commanding officer of the 
Hawaiian Islands, United States Army? 

General O’Daniel. From September 1952 to April 15, 1954. 

Senator J ohnston. What was your rank at that time ? 

General O’Daniel. I was a lieutenant general, commanding United 
States Army, Pacific, under CINPAC. 

Mr. Morris. And the designation of that, the military, is 
USAK-PAC ; is that right ? 

General O’Daniel. That is right. 

Mr. Morris. And you say you served there for virtually 2 years 
during 1952 to 1954? 

General O’Daniel. Yes. 

^ Mr. Morris. Now, after your tour of duty was completed there, 
General, what was your next military assignment in 1954? 

General O’Daniel. April 15, 1954, I became the chief of United 
States military advisory group in Saigon for Vietnam and Indochina. 

Mr. Morris. \ ou were chief of the military advisory group in 
Saigon for Vietnam? 

General O'Daniel. And Indochina at that time; Laos and Cam- 
bodia, as well. 

Mr. Morris. How long did you serve in that command, General? 

General O’Daniel. Until November 18, 1955, when I returned to 
the United States for age retirement. 

Mr. Morris. And you retired early in 1956? 

General O'Daniel. That is right. 

Mr. Morris. Now, you have had other commands in the Far East: 
have you not, General? 

General O'Daniel. I commanded the 1st Corps in Korea in July; 
from July 1951 to July 1952. 

Mr. Morris. And, during World War II, what were your military 
assignments then? 

^ Genera] O’Daniel. I commanded the 3d Infantry Division in 
Europe. 

Mr. Morris. The 3d Infantry Division did have quite a military 
record; did it not, General? 

General O’Daniel. It did have. It had 27 Medals of Honor in that 
1 division. 

Mr. Morris. General, in addition to the commands that are strictly 
military, you have served, for instance, as military attache in the 
Soviet Union? 

General O’Daniel. I was there from September 1948 to September 
of 1950. 

Mr. Morris. And you were able to observe firsthand the workings 
of that political state, the Soviet Union? 
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General O’Daniel. I was, and I came to some very definite con- 
clusions about it which I think are pretty well agreed upon by every- 
one by now. 

Mr. Morris. Now, General, did you find while you were the com- 
manding officer, commanding general, in the Hawaiian Islands, that 
there was a Communist threat in existence there? 

General O’Daniel. I definitely found that to be so. 

Mr. Morris. Will you tell us the extent to which you found that 
there was a Communist threat? 

General O’Daniel. Well, of course, upon — well, even before arriv- 
ing there, I had heard of the strike that was conducted by the ILWU 
in, I believe it was, 1918 or 1949, which lasted better than — I am not 
sure of the time, the number of days. It was a long strike which dis- 
rupted the sugar industry there, and also the supplies from the main- 
land, wherein the Hawaiian people themselves, the loyal citizens, even 
went so far, some of the women acted as chambermaids in some of the 
hotels in the town in order to keep the place operating. 

Mr. Morris. Wherein does the Communist infiltration, to the extent 
that it does exist, whatever that may be, how does that pose a military 
threat to the security of the islands ? 

General O’Daniel. Well, to me, my personal feeling is that the 
Hawaiian Islands are very important to our — militarily to us, in that 
it offers a staging area for any operations that might be necessary 
in the far Pacific. It offers a natural headquarters for all the com- 
mands of the far Pacific. It acts as a depot for supplies to the far 
Pacific. 

Mr. Morris. General, for instance, the House Un-American Activi- 
ties Committee had an inquiry in 1950 which showed that there was 
considerable Communist infiltration of the islands. You say you 
were there during 1952 and 1954. 

General O’Daniel. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. You frequently visit the Hawaiian Islands in addi- 
tion, do you not? 

Genera] O’Daniel. Yes. I have gone through 2 or 3 times since I 
commanded in Hawaii. 

Mr. Morris. Have you been able to observe, General, whether or not 
the danger is abating, or whether it is getting more serious, or whether 
it is remaining as strong as it was at that time, any way of telling us? 

General O’Daniel. To me, the danger is just as great or greater 
than it was then. 

Mr. Morris. Now 

General O’Daniel. I qualify that for this reason : I believe that, up 
until last year, there were some $50,000 a year appropriated for a 
committee in Hawaii on the government level to control, to attempt 
to control, subversion; and I believe that since that time that has been 
cut to $20,000, which makes it practically inoperative. 

What has brought that about, I don’t know. However, it is com - 
mon knowledge that the Communists or the ILWU supports their 
activity in that area with about $250,000 a year. I don’t know the 
facts on that. I can’t quote any authority other than hearsay on that, 
but that is common knowledge in Hawaii. It is the one that IMUA 
has used. 
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Mr. Morris. What is IMUA, General ? 

General O’Daniel. IMUA is— the word, I believe, means to 
help 

Mr. Mourns. IMUA, is it not, sir ? 

General O’Daniel (continuing). In Hawaiian, and it is the re- 
Sl ilt — it resulted as the outcome of this strike in the forties, between 
1945 and 1950, whenever that happened, I have forgotten the date, 
wherein a group of loyal citizens banded together with the idea of 
doing something about it on a nongovernment level, toward bringing 
to the people of Hawaii the seriousness of the Communist threat. 

Such people as Governor, ex-Gov. Lawrence M. Judd was a mem- 
ber of it, 1 believe he is now president of it. Mr. Walter Dilling- 
ham or Mrs. Walter Dillingham was a member of it, and many promi- 
nent citizens in Hawaii are members of it. I myself joined it, as did 
many of my military personnel, in 19— in the spring of 1954. Our 
own USAS-PAC personnel contributed $1,000 to IMUA. 

Their only source of income is from contributions, and they set up a 
budget, I think of $50,000, for the year before last. Last year, I don’t 
recall what it was. 

I spoke before IMUA on my return from the Far East in September 
of this year. 

Mr. Morris. Well, General, did you observe Communists in action 
while you were commanding general there? That is, Did you have 
occasion to know that they were there, that they were in operation, and 
generally 

General O’Daniel. I knew they were there as a result of the Hall 
trials and the trial of the seven there conducted in a Federal court, 
Judge McLaughlin’s court. And we were, I was, aware of it through 
intelligence reports from my own headquarters that I had an oppor- 
tunity to view. 

It was my — I felt it my duty to inform the people of, principal 
people of, Hawaii as to the seriousness of the situation, and held 
briefings for them in order to bring them up to date as to what infor- 
mation we had. 

Senator Johnston. General, your past experience in Russia, and 
knowing their pattern and how they proceed and go about spreading 
communism, made it so that you did not have to be told when a man 
was a Communist, but you could see it with your own eyes from past 
experience; is that correct? 

General O’Daniel. That is correct, sir, yes; very definitely. 

Mr. Morris. General, where were the Communists lodged ; what did 
they do, the Communists? 

General O’Daniel. They control the sugar workers, most all of 
them belong to the ILWU, International Longshoremen’s, Warehouse- 
men’s Union, and they control the port operators, the stevedores; and 
they can, through calling a strike and shutting down of work there, 
disrupt the economy of the whole islands. 

Senator Johnston. What about out on the farms, too; are they 
organized, the plantations? 

General O’Daniel. The plantations; yes, sir. 

Senator Johnston. The workers are organized there, and what 
about — do they have any Communists in that organization, or is that 
the same organization? 
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General O’Daniel. I can’t give you details of that, sir; I am 
sorry. 

Mr. Morris. General, knowing what you did — you had access to 
security reports out there, did you not, sir? 

General O’Daniel. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Knowing what you did about the Communists, the 
presence of Communists on the islands, what steps did you, as the 
commanding general, take to anticipate any action on their part? 

General O’Daniel. The Army commandei'’s job in the Pacific, in 
Hawaii, he is charged with the defense of the Hawaiian Islands under 
commander in chief, Pacfie, who at the beginning of my tour was 
Admiral Stump, who is still there. The Army commander was 
charged with the defense, the overall command of CINPAC. 

We began conducting practice alerts at my headquarters every 3 
months. We occupied our alert command posts with the entire per- 
sonnel for 24 hours at a time, and the purpose of it was to bring in all, 
not only the military but, with the consent of the Civilian Defense 
Agency and the Civil — what is it; Civil Aeronautics Patrol, isn’t it, 
another air organization — to tie in the communications and to conduct 
exercises based upon what might happen. 

One exercise we had was that we visualized a Communist infiltra- 
tion and uprising within the islands simultaneously with an attack 
from the outside. That was one, one of the exercises that we held. 

We checked with the civil defense agencies as to their readiness. 
They have a very fine blood bank in Hawaii, by the way, and ran it 
as near like an actual operation as possible. We did that many times. 

To take care of any eventuality, whether it be for a local disturb- 
ance, whether it be for a tidal wave, whether it be war, or whatnot, 
our action — it was a pattern that could be followed regardless of the 
type operation that you were confronted with. 

Mr. Norris. Now, what could be the consequences, militarily speak- 
ing of Communist infiltration, or Communist infiltration that would 
amount to something more than that, namely, control of, as you say, 
the ILWU and the dockworkers and plantation workers, what would 
be the consequences in the event of some kind of an emergency that 
we could anticipate, General ? 

General O’Daniel. Well, I think the military commander would 
envision that, in all probability, all these dockworkers and whatnot 
would have to be supplied from his own military forces in that case, 
and no doubt would have made plans for such utilization, I would 
think. 

That was in my mind as to action that should be taken. 

Senator Johnston. General, I believe you said every 3 months you 
set aside 24 hours to do nothing but plan and make preparations. 

General O’Daniel. Yes, sir, that is correct ; the staff, the alert staff. 

Senator Johnston. I imagine you did that because you sensed the 
dire need for that at that time. 

General O’Daniel. Yes, sir. 

Senator Johnston. That was very expensive, in a way, to the 
Government, to give up 24 hours’ time to be doing that kind of work, 
wasn’t it ? 

General O’Daniel. Yes, sir, but a very worthy investment, we felt. 
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Senator Johnston. Do you think, you still think, then, at the pres- 
ent time, that the situation is such that it would be beneficial to us 
to keep a very close watch on the situation there ? 

General O'Daniel. I do indeed, yes, sir; emphatically. 

Senator Johnston. We cannot overdo the thing, as you see it? 

General O’Daniel. No, sir ; it cannot be overdone. Communists are 
out waging war, applying all the nine principles of war according to 
our concept of the principles that are applied in a shooting war, and 
the very ones we teach in our own military schools to be applied 
in a shooting war. 

Mr. Mokkis. General, did you find that the Communists in the 
Hawaiian Islands did apply these nine principles of warfare that you 
just mentioned now? 

General O’Daniel. Well, not — no; I can’t say that they applied 
all of them while I was there. They certainly applied some of them. 

One of them was the subversive activity warfare, and the propa- 
ganda warfare, which they have applied very vigorously under one 
Sir. McElrath, who has been their spokesman, and he has done his 
best to tear down the Government. 

Mr. Morris. Who is Mr. McElrath ? 

General O’Daniel. He is their mouthpiece; the radio announcer 
for the ILWU in Hawaii. 

We in IMUA developed a 15-minute counterprogram ; a lot of our 
money went into that. 

Mr. Morris. That is Eobert McElrath ; is it? 

General O’Daniel. Yes, sir; Eobert McElrath; that is right. 

Mr. Morris. General, you gave me one of the consequences that 
might be expected, military consequences, that might be expected, 
from any Communist infiltration in the event of emergency. I think 
in executive session you elaborated on that considerably more, Gen- 
eral ; some of the consequences we might expect. 

General O’Daniel. From what? 

Mr. Morris. From the Communists, in the event of an emergency 
that might develop in the Far East or any part of the world. 

General O’Daniel. Give we a lead there. 

Mr. Morris. You stated, General, that you were prepared for simul- 
taneous attack; you were prepared for possible disruption of com- 
munications. 

General O’Danlel. That is right ; disrupting communications, dis- 
rupting of our supplies that would be necessary to support a force 
in that area. And, also, it would necessitate somebody having to care 
for the people that lived in the islands, should that be disrupted. 

Mr. Morris. These are all beyond a shutdown, or a general strike. 

General O’Daniel. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. These are in addition to it. And all of these things 
which you told us about in executive session, General, and you have 
just repeated here now, these were things that you anticipated 

General O’Daniel. That is right. 

Mr. Morris. From your military vantage point when you were 
the commanding general, and you had to anticipate them. 

General O'Daniel. That is correct; yes, sir. 

Senator Johnston. General, it is true that the leaders know that 
they must probably advocate the good of the workers sometimes, in 
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order to put across things that they want to put across fcCr the Com- 
munist Party; is that not true? 

General O’Daniel. Yes, sir; that is correct. 

Senator Johnston. So they maneuver the public into that position. 

General O’Daniel. That is correct, sir. 

To me, Hawaii is important, the things that have happened there 
are important, not only to Hawaii but as a warning to all of us in 
America, and I would say in other parts of the world, too, in that, at 
the inception of the introduction of the ILWU into that country, 
there were no labor unions there in Hawaii, and it was a fertile field 
for any group to move into. And the ILWU, which is Communist 
infested, took advantage of that and, typical of Communist action, 
did move in. 

Senator Johnston. It does not take a large percentage, sometimes, 
to really handle the situation, either; does it? 

General O’Daniel. No, sir. In the course of carrying out my con- 
cept of the Communist Party, being as a military organization and 
operating as such, and applying military principles, a few men run 
a military organization, the commander and the staff, and the soldiers 
are the followers of those commanders and staff. 

Likewise, the workers are the followers of the Communist leaders, 
and there is not much they can do about it when they once gain control. 

When you are in southeast Asia, you never hear communism men- 
tioned by the Communists. You hear “land reform” mentioned by 
the Communists, and it is not until the peasant agrees to the land 
reform, that takes over the land, that then he finds out that he belongs 
to the Communists, and he is then hooked, and he is hooked for good. 

So that is typical of their operation. They gain their membership 
under the guise of one thing; and, upon acquiring the membership, 
then they apply their Communist action against those people and 
use them as their army. 

That is typical of Asia and it is typical of the Communist action 
everywhere, sir, as I am sure that is not news to anyone. 

Mr. Morris. General, I think you were setting forth before which 
of the nine principles of military warfare you found the Communists 
were putting into practice against you while you were the command- 
ing general of the Hawaiian Islands. 

General O’Daniel. The nine principles that I have in mind, I read 
from this report on Soviet total war, Mr. Walter’s committee, which 
I was asked to contribute to. 

Mr. Morris. You are now reading. General, from the statement 
that you contributed to that particular study ? 

General O’Daniel. Yes, sir. And the nine principles of war that 
I refer to are the principles of: The objective, simplicity, unity of 
commands, the offensive, maneuver, mass, economy of force, surprise, 
and security. 

They are the nine principles of war that we teach our military, in 
our own military schools, and I claim they are being applied by the 
Communists in all their activities, and you have more examples of 
those than you do have military examples. 

Mr. Morris. And this, you say, is true in the Hawaiian Islands? 

' General O’Daniel. Yes, sir. The objective — let’s start to repeat 
what the Communists'’ objective is. We say in our definition of “ob- 
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jective” that a commander is justified in using any and all means 
available to him to capture his objective, whether it means by decep- 
tion, by maneuver, by a lie, by breaking a treaty, or what not, it still 
contributes to the objective, and it is justifiable in waging war. 

Mr. Morris. General, what is the military importance, the strategic 
importance, of the Hawaiian Islands? 

General O’Daniel. Well, it is, next to the United States, the main 
base for the whole Pacific. 

Mr. Morris. Next to the United States. 

General O'Daniel. Yes, sir. It is a staging area. It is a training 
area. It is the command area for the Pacific; for the Army, Navy, 
and Air in the Pacific. 

Mr. Morris. General, based on all your experiences, that is, mili- 
tary experiences, strictly military, the experiences you had as mili- 
1 ary attache in Russia, together with the fact that you know the islands 
and yon have been there a great deal of the time, and you visit them 
all the time, do you think that a useful purpose would be served, other 
than our own legislative purpose, if hearings were held about Com- 
munist infiltration in those islands? 

General O’Daniel. I do : and I am delighted to know that such a 
thing is going to happen. I was hoping it would happen for the last 
4 years. 

Mr. Morris. Senator, I have no more questions. 

Senator Johnston. That is much more needed now than it was, say, 
a few years ago when the local government in Hawaii had more money 
to make the proper investigation, too, is that not true? 

General O’Daniel. Yes, sir. 

Senator Johnston. For some reason, they have cut down on the 
amount of appropriation for this kind of work, and it leaves less pro- 
tection against infilatration of Communists. 

General O’Daniel. Yes, sir. 

Senator Johnston. Their activities. 

General O’Daniel. Yes, sir, it does. 

Senator Johnston. So you think we should go forward with an 
investigation out there? 

General O’Daniel. That is my personal opinion, sir. I think it is 
a very timely thing. 

Senator Johnston. Any other question? 

Mr. Morris. Do you have any questions? 

I have none. 

Senator Johnston. General, we certainly thank you for coming 
before ns today. 

General O’Daniel. I appreciate the opportunity of having been 
here. 

(Whereupon, at 11 a. m., ihe subcommittee recessed, subject to call.) 

(The following subcommittee news release was ordered into the 
record at this point:) 

[Release to afternoon papers of Monday, November 19, 195fi, from tlie Senate Internal 

Security Subcommittee] 

Washington, November 19. — Two questions regarding the importance of Hono- 
lulu as an element of the national security of the United States were posed to 
Adm. Charles M. Cooke, USN, retired, by the Sonate Internal Security Subcom- 
mittee early last month. 

These questions were ; 
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(1) What is the strategic military importance of Honolulu and the Ha- 
waiian Islands? 

(2) Could a disruption of this port and these islands by Communist in- 
ternal forces affect our national security? 

Chairman James O. Eastland (Democrat of Mississippi) today made public the 
replies of Admiral Cooke, who was chief strategical officer of the Navy during 
most of World War II. 

In a letter dated October 23, 1956, Admiral Cooke said : 

“The strategic importance of the Hawaiian Islands can be pointed up by a 
brief reference to the attack on Pearl Harbor and the opening of the war with 
Japan in 1941. This attack did not include a strong landing force, but it might 
have done so in a manner similar to the attack against Midway Island under- 
taken by the Japanese 6 months later. 

“Thus the possibility existed of Japanese occupation of the Hawaiian Islands. 
If this had occurred the Japanese would have been in a position to disrupt our 
Pacific coastal shipping and to conduct attacks along the Pacific coast. Any 
efforts by the United States to move toward regaining control of the western 
Pacific, to maintain and use a supply route to Australia and New Zealand would 
necessarily have been delayed for several years. 

“For many years we have recognized that the establishment in the Western 
Pacific and in Eastern Asia of a strong power hostile to the United States would 
endanger American security in a critical way. In this day and age of the de- 
velopment of nuclear power of the great range of nuclear powered shipping and 
aircraft, the maintenance of control of the Pacific Ocean by the forces of freedom 
led by the United States is vital to the future of the world. 

“During the last 11 years Soviet communism has pursued an active objective 
toward the conquering and establishing control of all East Asia. If communism 
is to carry out this purpose it must succeed in controlling sea communications 
along the east coast of Asia south to Southeast Asia, Indonesia and the entrances 
to the India Ocean. If the free world is to prevent communism from carrying 
out these objectives it must be in a strategic position to bring to bear naval 
power including, of course airpower against Communist aggressive use of the 
sea communications in this area. Further, the United States must be capable 
of projecting economic and military support to the land power forces of freedom 
in the western Pacific. 

“I believe that your committee, other committees of the Congress, and agencies 
of the United States Government have established irrefutably that Communist 
organizations in our midst are organized and controlled and are devoted to the 
interest of the world Communist conspiracy. 

“It goes without saying that if Communist power continues to advance in 
Southeast Asia and in the Pacific, if it succeeds in bringing Formosa into Com- 
munist control and Japan into the Communist orbit, then Communist domina- 
tion of the Hawaiian Islands could spell irretrievable disaster to the United 
States.” 
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FRIDAY, NOVEAUBER 30, 1956 


United States Senate, 

Subcommittee to Investigate the Administration 
of the Internal Security Act and Other Internal 

Security Laws, of the Committee on the Judicary, 

Honolulu , 7\ IL 

The subcommittee met, pursuant to adjournment, at 9:30 a. m., 
in the Senate Chamber, Iolani Palace, Senator James O. Eastland 
(chairman) presiding. 

Present: Senators Eastland, Watkins, Johnston, Welker and Sena- 
tor Butler. 

Also present: Robert Morris, chief counsel; Benjamin Mandel, 
research director. 

Senator Eastland. Let's have order, please. 

First, the chairman would like to state this to the photographers: 

We desire to cooperate with you in every way, but you cannot get 
between a witness and the committee. You may take pictures while 
a witness is testifying. If it interferes with his testimony, then we 
will have to ask you to desist until his testimony is concluded. Of 
course, you are at perfect liberty to take pictures before a witness 
begins his testimony. 

The United States Senate Internal Security Subcommittee has 
been drawn to these Hawaiian Islands by evidence accumulated, dur- 
ing the last 5 years, that Communists have been active here. 

We have a mandate from the United States Senate that compels 
us to learn and to report to that body all relevant facts bearing on the 
internal security of the United States of America. 

This is so in order that whatever legislative action the Congress of 
the United States should take, may proceed from a thorough and 
comprehensive understanding of present-day reality. 

Perhaps new legislation, bearing on subversion, should be enacted. 
It may be that existing laws have become antiquated and outmoded 
by the changing scene. 

During the past year we have been engaged in hearings on the 
scope of Soviet activity in the United States. On February 8, 1956, 
as chairman of the subcommittee, I announced for the subcommittee 
the following, and I quote : 

The Internal Security Subcommittee is beginning a series of hearings on the 
scope of Soviet activity in the United States. 

W T e shall try to determine to what extent Soviet power operates through the 
Communist Party here and to what extent other organizations have been devised 
to effectuate its purposes. 
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We shall study the structural revisions that the Communists have made in 
tlieir network in order to avoid detection, and endeavor to trace the movement 
of individual agents through those changing structures. 

Since that time we have observed that the Communist Party, which 
lias frequently been adjudicated to be an instrument of Soviet power, 
has been organizing and reorganizing its internal structure, so as 
to escape detection, to obscure its hitherto proclaimed designs and 
generally to heighten its own effectiveness. 

More and more we have found that formal party membership with 
such trappings as party cards have become outmoded and that more 
flexible binding ties have been devised. 

The distinguished Director of the Federal Bureau of Investigation, 
Mr. ,T. Edgar Hoover, reported this when he testified before a com- 
mittee of Congress on December 8, 1958, and I quote from Mr. 
Hoover : 

No longer are Communist Party membership cards issued ; maintenance of 
membership records are forbidden ; contacts of rank and file members are 
limited from 3 to 5— the basic club unit. Most of the local headquarters have 
been discontinued and party records have been destroyed. 

That is Mr. Hoover’s statement. 

By way of example, on February 21 we commenced a series of hear- 
ings on the nature of the relationship of those Americans who have 
worked for the Tass News Agency. 

We observed that that Soviet news agency had drawn its personnel 
from the ranks of the Communist Party but that as soon as the em- 
ployer-employee relationship was established, all formal ties to the 
Communist Party were immediately severed. 

Consequently, when we asked an employee if he were a Communist 
Party member the day before he took up employment he could not 
enter a sworn denial in the record but instead invoked his privilege 
against incrimination under the fifth amendment to the Constitution. 

However, when we asked him if he were a Communist member the 
day after his employment, he felt he could and did enter a denial in 
the record. This was so because there was an actual regulation passed 
that employees were to sever their formal ties. 

Meanwhile, however, we found that these people continued to meet 
their old Communist associates and have attended Communist meet- 
ings, but without the encumbrance of formal party membership. 

In other hearings we found evidence of this trend toward the 
streamlining of structures to meet the changing political currents 
of the world. 

We are here today mindful of the generous hospitality of Gov. 
Samuel Wilder King, who has done everything humanly possible to 
make us feel welcome. We have come to know not only the beauty 
that abounds on these islands, but the charming hospitality of the 
very fine people here, and we are grateful for all of it. 

We have asked several score of witnesses to testify during these 
coming hearings. We have selected these witnesses because we feel 
that they are competent to testify about conditions on these islands. 
We hope that all of them will be responsive and contribute to the 
understanding of current reality and to the welfare of heir country in 
its struggle against communism. 

Senator Johnston, would you have anything to say? 
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Senator Johnston. First, I want to commend the chairman for 
the statement that he has made. I endorse it in toto. 

We are here seeking information. We are seeking information in 
order that we may know how to meet the situations of the world today. 

This committee has been making investigations of the same nature 
that we are making here, in the various States of the United States. 
We have gone into several of our larger cities to make investigations. 
So this is nothing new for us to go to the people of the United States 
to make investigations. 

In order to make investigations we must have people to come before 
us and testify, and testify as to what the conditions are in what- 
ever particular community we happen to go to hold the hearings. So 
today we are in your beautiful islands and as has been so timely and 
well said by our chairman, the hospitality of your people is beyond 
anticipation. And I want to tell you that I expected hospitality to the 
very highest degree when I thought of coming here. 

Now, then, today and all through these hearings, I don’t want the 
people of these islands to think that we have picked you out, thinking 
that probably you are infiltrated with communism, any more than 
we have picked out other cities of our Nation, but we are here to find 
out what the situation is, and to make a report back to our full com- 
mittee of the conditions that we might find here. 

I hope that the people that we call before us as witnesses will co- 
operate with this committee and give us the desired information, in 
order that we all may be true, loyal, and good Americans wherever 
we may reside. 

Senator Eastland. Senator Watkins. 

Senator Watkins. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

I have listened with close attention to the statements made by my 
colleagues on this committee. 

I happen to be the ranking Republican member of the committee 
present today. I want to say to you now that this committee has not 
proceeded at any time on a partisan basis. We are all Americans, and 
irrespective of our party membership, we are all opposed to commu- 
nism. We are all supporting loyally this country in its fight to main- 
tain freedom throughout the world. 

So today I want to mention that, so that you will know there is no 
division on the committee wfith respect to the objectives of this com- 
mittee. I have been a member of it since its organization a number 
of years ago. We have attempted to conduct fairly and thoroughly 
the investigations that the Senate of the United States has entrusted 
to us. And as has already been said, we conduct the same type of 
investigation here that we conduct anywhere else in the United States. 

It has been my privilege to serve with other chairmen, Senator Mc- 
Carran and Senator Jenner of Indiana, and I want to say to you that 
all of the chairmen, including the present one, have been fair in the 
conduct of these hearings. 

Sometimes people wonder if these hearings are necessary. That is 
not for this committee to determine. It has been determined by the 
Congress of the United States and specifically also by the Senate. 

As our chairman has announced, we have a specific duty to perform. 
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We have not sought headlines; we have attempted to develop the facts 
and preserve just as far as we possibly can the rights of individual 
citizens who appear before the committee. 

This is not a trial. No one is placed on trial or no organization is 
placed on trial. We are here to develop facts for the purpose, first 
of all, of enabling the Congress of the United States to either amend or 
repeal legislation it now lias or to adopt new legislation with respect 
to the problems that come to this committee for investigation. I 
think that should be emphasized at all times, that this is not a trial. 
The witnesses who appear here are supposed to help us with the facts, 
to testify cooperatively and aid the committee in the job that has been 
assigned to it. And I am hoping you will. 

Now may I, in concluding my remarks this morning, join with my 
colleagues in great appreciation of the beauty of the island and the 
wonderful hospitality we have found out here. 

I was here in 1951 and spent nearly a month here. I had a daughter 
and a son-in-law living here at the time. I didn’t come out on an 
official mission but I met many of your people. And many of the 
people of Utah have engaged in business here. I think we probably 
have as large a representation in the islands as any other State in the 
Union. 

I am happy to be here. Mrs. Watkins is happy to join me in what 
I have said with respect to your hospitality and the beauty of this area. 

Senator Eastland. Senator Welker. 

Senator Welker. Mr. Chairman, may I join with my colleagues in 
saying that the warmth of the reception received by this committee 
will always be remembered by the Welker family. Nothing could 
have been more wholesome, more genuine. You are all 100-percent 
Star-Spangled Banner Americans in the view of the Senator from 
Idaho. 

The beauty of these islands need not be praised again. But com- 
ing here to this bit of heaven for the first time, I wonder if you appre- 
ciate what you have here in this marvelous country, these islands, 
that have everything in the world, it seems. 

May I say this. That not one single person upon (his committee, 
including the chairman, asked for the job that we now have. You, 
the American people, through the Congress of the United States, estab- 
lished the Internal Security Act; you were the people who formed 
this committee, and its members were chosen, not from our own desire 
or wishes but because of the fact we had a job to do in the Senate of 
the United States. And we will do that in an objective, fair, honest 
way. 

And may I say thanks to you, and all of you, for your cooperation 
again. Mrs. Welker and our teen-age daughter, Nancy, and I join in 
saying we are happy very much to be here. 

Senator Eastland. Senator Butler. 

Senator Butler. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Chairman, I am reminded of the story of the Three Little Bears. 
By the time it gets down to me, all the porridge is gone. [Laughter.] 
But I want to say that I come here with a spirit of great friendliness. 

We have been accepted by the people of these lovely islands with 
open arms. 1 personally have nothing to gain by being here. I have 
nothing against anybody in these islands. I am here to determine 
facts, and 1 know that you all will cooperate in that effort. 
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I am delighted to be here; my wife is with me and we have had a 
marvelous time in 3 T our islands, and we are looking forward to a 
marvelous time. You are a very friendly and loA T ely people, and we 
are here in that same spirit of friendship and well being for all good 
American citizens. 

Senator Eastland. Governor King will be the first witness. 

Governor Samuel Wilder King. Thank you, Senator. 

Mr. Chairman, I have a brief statement I would to read. 

Senator Eastland. Will you stand and hold your hand up, please? 

Do you solemnly swear the testimony you are about to give before 
the Senate Internal Security Subcommittee of the Senate of the United 
States will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, 
so help you God? 

Governor King. I do. 

TESTIMONY OE SAMUEL WILDER KING 

Mr. Morris. Governor King, please be seated. 

Senators, Governor King made available to the subcommittee yester- 
day, in compliance with the 24-liour rule that we have, his statement 
and he would like to read that at the beginning of the testimony. 

Senator Eastland. Proceed, Governor. 

Governor King. Do you desire me to identify myself, Mr. Chair- 
man ? 

Senator Eastland. You are already identified in the record. 

Governor King. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee. 

As Governor of Hawaii, I welcome the investigation into the Com- 
munist problem here in this Territory which this Senate Subcommittee 
on Internal Security is now holding. 

We know there are Communists in these islands. 

We know who some of them are, but we do not know how many 
others there may be. 

During April 10 to 19, 1950, a subcommittee of the United States 
House of Representatives Un-American Activities Committee con- 
ducted an investigation here into the same problem. 

Some 39 witnesses called before this committee invoked the protec- 
tion of the fifth amendment of the Constitution to justify their refusal 
to answer questions put to them by that committee. 

Locally these persons are referred to as the “reluctant 39.” 

They continue to be at large, active in various pursuits, and most 
of them have made no effort to deny that they have been or are Com- 
munists. 

More recently, from November 5, 1952, to June 19, 1953, on charges 
preferred by the United States Government, based on information de- 
veloped by the FBI, seven members of this community were tried and 
convicted under the Smith Act for conspiring to teach and advocate 
the overthrow of the United States Government by force and violence. 

The trial was held in the United States District Court for the Dis- 
trict of Hawaii before a Federal judge and a local jury. All 7 were 
found guilty ; 6 of this group were sentenced to imprisonment for 5 
years and fined $5,000 each ; the seventh, a woman, was sentenced to 
3 years imprisonment and fined $2,000. 

For a period of well over 3 years, since July 1953, all 7 of these per- 
sons have continued at liberty on bail, with very little interference 
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with their normal pursuits in this community, pending action on their 
appeals in the United States Ninth Circuit Court. 

Through the Territorial Commission on Subversive Activities, other 
evidence of Communist affiliation is available to me. However, the 
Territory of Hawaii, notwithstanding our knowledge of the Com- 
munist threat in these islands, has no authority to charge and punish 
Communists under any territorial law. 

The Communist problem is a national problem. Our part of it here 
in Hawaii is only a small segment of the picture that has been revealed 
to the American people repeatedly in trials in New York, Pittsburgh, 
Chicago, Los Angeles, Seattle, and elsewhere. However, we do real- 
ize that, because of the great importance of these islands as a strategic 
base in the national defense, it is most important that no disloyal ele- 
ment be tolerated. 

Because this is a national problem and can best be handled through 
national agencies, by the Congress itself through the United States 
Department of Justice and the United States courts, I am glad that 
this committee has come here to determine what might be done to 
help us stamp out what Communist influence exist here. 

Perhaps the evidence you develop here may justify the United States 
Government to invoke the provisions of the Communist Control Act 
of 1954, Public Law 637, 83d Congress. 

This would free industry from the necessity of recognizing such 
organization as legitimate labor unions, with which they are now re- 
quired by law to negotiate labor contracts. 

There" is a great deal of local resentment against the activities of 
local Communists. This is shown in expressions of public opinion and 
in organizational counteractivity, but the difficulty is that our people 
find there is nothing very effective that can be done on the local level. 
Unfortunately, the Communist problem is intertwined with legitimate 
labor activities. 

The International Longshoremen's and Warehousemen’s Union, the 
ILWU, headed by Harry Bridges, extended its activities to Hawaii 
shortly before World War II. Jack Wayne Hall was appointed the 
regional director by Harry Bridges in 1944 and, when World War II 
ended, this union saw the opportunity to expand in the Territory. . 

Since then, every effort to expose and combat the anti-American 
activities of Jack Hall and his immediate circle of identified Commu- 
nists has been distorted by Communist propaganda as an attempt to 
disrupt a labor union. Anyone who speaks up against communism 
and its adherents here immediately becomes a target for denunciation 
in a typical smear technique and is held up to the union members as 
being anti union and antilabor. 

In 1950 the CIO expelled the ILWU and several other unions on 
the mainland on the grounds that they were Communist dominated. 
Today the same leaders are still running the ILWU. 

Also we know that the leaders of the UPW, the United Public 
Workers, originally organized here as a branch of the United Public 
Workers of America, have been identified as having been members of 
the Communist Party. 

As Governor, I have tried as much as possible to disassociate the 
Communist leaders from the rank and file of both the ILWU and the 
UPW. I have repeatedly affirmed my confidence in the basic loyalty 
and patriotism of the rank and file of these two unions. However, the 
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members of these two organizations continue to give their leaders 
active support despite their Communist records. The leaders have 
been successful in convincing the rank and file that every charge against 
them is an attack on labor. 

The National Labor Relations Act may require industry to deal with 
these unions but no such compulsion rests on govennnent. I have 
consistently as Governor refused to recognize or meet with any person 
known to have been a Communist, who has not shown an honest dissas- 
sociation from the Communist movement. But until some authority 
greater than any at the command of the Territorial government here in 
Hawaii can charge, convict, sentence, and imprison these Communist 
leaders, such efforts as we may make to clean house cannot be fully 
effective. 

I therefore hope that, if the facts justify it, the committee will see fit 
to recommend that the two unions which we know to have Communist 
leaders in positions of authority be listed as Communist-infiltrated 
under the Communist Control Act of 1954. 

That would be a great help to us who have been fighting communism 
and trying to find some means within our power to eliminate the danger 
in our midst, in order that our unions can take their place in the com- 
munity as legitimate labor organizations under leaders of unques- 
tioned loyalty to the United States. 

We feel that the Territory has demonstrated its desire to combat 
communism in these islands. 

During the waterfront strike in 1949, the legislature was called into 
special session by former Gov. Ingram M. Stainback and passed a bill 
that authorized the Territory to take over the Avaterfront and load and 
unload ships through governmental agencies. 

The creation of a Territorial Commission on Subversive Activities 
is another indication of our awareness of the problem and our desire to 
solve it. 

We require a very stringent loyalty procedure applying to all gov- 
ernmental employees, Territorial and county. We have weeded out all 
known Communists in government employment. 

Infiltrated by a handful of dedicated Communists, legitimate labor 
unions are dominated, even to the extent of the demonstration in oppo- 
sition to these hearings, because the membership of these unions are 
simply not convinced that their leaders are Communists. 

The freedom permitted these leaders, even after conviction in 
Federal court, is a further demonstration to the membership that the 
charges and the convictions of these Communists were merely a union- 
busting, antilabor frameup. 

Once the truth of the charge against these Communists is realized by 
the workers, they will be rejected and replaced by men of unquestioned 
loyalty. The people of Hawaii are loyal and patriotic Americans. 
We have a very high percentage of veterans in our population. We 
maintain an active and highly efficient National Guard, recruited to 
full strength for which funds have been appropriated. 

We have close and friendly relations with the military forces sta- 
tioned here in large numbers. I cannot for a moment believe that any 
Communist-led “uprising” against the authority of the United States 
is possible. 

However, strikes, work stoppages, slowdowns, and other phases of 
economic tactics common to controversies in industry could well be 
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used by these Communist leaders to impair America’s military activi- 
ties. These possibilities point up against the national character of our 
Communist problem. 

The presence of this subcommittee is a logical development of the 
realization all over the United States that the Federal Government 
must take the lead in bringing relief from Communist activities to 
separate communities in our Nation. 

We have every desire and hope that your hearings will substan- 
tially advance this common cause. 

And, Mr. Chairman, anything I can do to place myself and the 
Territorial government and its agencies at your command will be done 
very gladly and very willingly. 

Senator Eastland. Thank you, Governor King. The chairman 
desires to congratulate you on the very intelligent and very able and 
patriotic statement. 

Senator Johnston. 

Senator Johnston. I notice you state here that some 39 witnesses 
called before a committee here used the fifth amendment. How many 
witnesses testified; approximately, if you don’t know the exact num- 
ber? 

Governor King. I do not know, Senator. 

Senator Johnston. I just wanted to get at how many. 

Governor King. I don’t know. Could I ask Mr. Stephenson, who 
is the chairman of the Territorial Commission on Subversive Activi- 
ties, whether he remembers how many were called, how many were 
subpenaed. 

There were 39 who refused to testify. 

Senator Johnston. If you can furnish that for the record, that is 
the only thing I want, just to see what percentage it was that used the 
fifth amendment. 

Governor King. There were several who did testify willingly. 

Senator Johnston. I believe you stated here they found seven 
guilty and sentenced them. Were there others accused at that time? 

Governor King. No, sir. The charge was made against 7 indi- 
viduals, one of whom was Jack Hall; the other 6 were the publicly 
announced secretary of the Communist Party of Hawaii, the editor 
of the Honolulu Record, and the wife of another person. All in all, 
six other people, none of whom were labor leaders but all of whom 
were active in the Communist movement in Hawaii. No other people 
were charged, only seven, and they were unanimously found guilty by 
a jury of local people, including representation from each of our racial 
groups. It was a cross section of our community. 

Senator Johnston. Do you know whether or not they found any 
others involved at that time? 

Governor King. Not at that time or at that tidal. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, the Governor has referred to a Mr. 
Stephenson here. 

I wonder if Mr. Stephenson would identify himself for the record. 

Mr. William B. Stetiienson. 1 am William B. Stephenson, chair- 
man of the Territorial Commission on Subversive Activities. 

Mr. Morris. What is that commission, Mr. Stephenson? 

Mr. Stephen son . That is a commission created by act of our legis- 
lature of 1919, consisting of 7 members appointed by the Governor, 
confirmed by our senate; at least 3 of the members of that commission 
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must be lawyers, the chairman must be a lawyer; all 4 of our counties 
are represented, and no more than 4 members of the commission may 
be from a single political party. 

Governor King. Mr. Chairman, this is the agency that I referred 
to as one of the indications of the Territory’s desire to combat com- 
munism, that the legislature in 1949 created a commission on subver- 
sive activities that had certain powers, but not punitive powers — 
powers of investigation and of subpena and taking testimony under 
oath. And I referred to the Territorial Commission on Subversive 
Activities; Mr. Stephenson is the chairman of that commission at this 
time. 

Senator Eastland. Governor King, would Mr. Stephenson be avail- 
able to testify during the hearing? 

Governor King. No reason why not. He certainly is available. 

Senator Eastland. Senator Watkins. 

Senator Watkins. How long did this investigation by the commis- 
sion last? 

Governor King. Do you mean our Territorial commission or 
the 

Senator Watkins. The Territorial commission. 

Governor King. The Territorial commission is a continuing or- 
ganization. It keeps in touch with subversive activities all the time; 
screens all applicants for employment under the Territorial or county 
governments, and checks the loyalty procedure required for employ- 
ment. So that it is no specific investigation ; it is a continuous opera- 
tion. 

Senator Watkins. Did this commission hold public hearings such 
as we are holding now ? 

Governor King. I am sorry, I didn’t hear, Senator. 

Senator Watkins. I say, did this commission hold public hearings 
such as we are now holding? 

Governor King. No. They hold executive hearings and then make 
a written report to the legislature at each session, giving all their find- 
ings and their reasons for them. 

Senator Watkins. You mentioned some of the jurisdiction and 
powers of this commission. Could you gh r e us just a brief outline of 
what it was set up to accomplish ? 

Governor King. It is only a body to verify whether a person can be 
legitimately charged or accused of being a Communist; it has no puni- 
tive powers ; it doesn’t bring charges against him under any law or 
justifies any trial, but it is empowered in reporting the verification of 
Communist affiliation, is justified in discharge from employment or in 
refusal to be employed. It is sort of a safeguard to government em- 
ployment agency. That's one thing. And also to exercise general in- 
vestigative powers over communism in the Territory. 

Senator Watkins. Does it file reports with the Governor and with 
the legislature ? 

Governor King. To the Governor and to the legislature. 

Senator Watkins. Those reports are available to us? 

Governor King. They are available and become public documents 
after they have been submitted to the legislature. 

Senator Eastland. Senator Welker. 

Senator Welker. Governor King, thank you very much for your 
testimony. I hope that by your testimony and by your appearance 
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here the people of these islands will realize that this is not a place 
which we picked out to come to investigate the infiltration of com- 
munism which might lead to the overthrow of our country by force 
and violence. 

You, your Excellency, are mindful of the fact, and I think you so 
stated in your formal statement, that this committee has held hear- 
ings all over the United States, in principal cities, San Francisco, Los 
Angeles, New York, Philadelphia, Pittsburgh, all over the United 
States, and you, Governor, realize that we are not picking out your 
great islands to hold these hearings. Is that a fact? 

Governor King. That is quite correct, Senator. I welcomed the 
announcement that the committee was coming here; I thought it 
was a desirable thing, to determine the extent of communism ; through 
ordinary reading of mainland news I realize that this is an investi- 
gation that goes on all over the country. And I feel very keenly that 
we need the help of the National Government to determine the extent 
and the danger of communism. And I am very close to the military 
services, I am a former Navy man myself; I realize that we cannot 
tolerate any degree of disloyalty or lack of patriotism or obedience 
to the first — what you call it — the first needs of the United States 
Government in any instance. 

I am quite shocked, I am ashamed, that there should be any dem- 
onstration against this committee based on a charge that it was union 
busting or labor baiting or anything of that sort, because they rea- 
lized from the first that you were coming here merely to find out 
how many Communists there were in this community. And that 
is an obligation that rests on your shoulders to determine. 

Senator Welker. Don’t feel badly about that. This committee 
has been picketed in every city that we have ever appeared in. 

So I want to thank you, Your Excellency, on your testimony. 

Senator Eastland. Senator Butler. 

Senator Butler. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Governor, I was very interested in your references to the Com- 
munist-Control Act of 1954. I held the hearings on that legislation 
and managed it on the floor of the Senate. 

That act provides that action under it be taken by the Attorney 
General of the United States. 

Have you as Governor, or has the Territorial legislature or has 
the Communist commission of the islands ever requested the Attorney 
General to take action under that act? 

Governor King. No, we have not, Senator Butler. 

Senator Butler. Have you made your hearings and conclusions 
known to the Attorney General ? 

Governor King. No, we have not, because the trial that occurred in 
1953 was before a Federal court and the appeal is now pending in 
the Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals, also a Federal court, so that 
the United States Department of Justice was fully aware of the 
whole details of that trial and of the evidence that was adduced at 
their instance. And, of course, the report of the subcommittee of 
the House of Representatives is also available to the Department 
of Justice. 

1 have verbally and orally urged the Department of Justice to 
complete the trial of these seven people who were tried and con- 
victed — to complete the appeal. Why it has been delayed for over 
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3 years, I don't know. There has been no formal request on the part 
of the Territory or any agency of the Territory asking the Depart- 
ment of Justice to certify the two unions I have in mind as Commu- 
nist infiltrated. The information is already available in great detail. 

Senator Butler. Thank you, Governor, and I want to commend you 
on your very, very wonderful statement. 

Governor King. Thank you. 

Mr. Morris. Senator Butler, I would like to state for your infor- 
mation that Mr. Warren Littman, a representative of the Internal 
Security Division of the Department of Justice, has been sent here 
by the Attorney General to observe these hearings, and he will be 
available here at all times to give the Senators particular advice. 

Senator Eastland. Senator Watkins. 

Senator Watkins. Governor, you referred to the fact that some 
people thought that these activities were for the purpose of breaking 
the union, that it was antiunion. 

You know as a matter of fact, do .you not, that the union leaders, 
American Federation of Labor, CIO, and others, have been very 
cooperative with this committee and with the Congress in helping 
us to discover Communists, wherever they might be, in their unions 
or elsewhere, and they have proceeded in the direction of expelling 
and getting rid of Communists within their ranks and even some 
organizations which were affiliated with them have been repudiated. 
That is true. The largest union in the United States, and the most 
powerful union. That is true, is it not? 

Governor King. Of course, it is true, Senator. And also it is par- 
ticularly true that the CIO in 1949 expelled, at least they had a 
convention then and charged a committee to investigate whether or 
not the ILWU should not be expelled, and in 1950 the ILWU was 
expelled from the CIO. 

We have in Hawaii ten or twelve thousand AFL-CIO unionists, 
belonging to perfectly fine, loyal, American unions, led by aggressive 
and even belligerent labor leaders but nevertheless patriotic Ameri- 
cans. 

I have appealed as well as one can to the membership of the ILWU 
to purge themselves of their own guilty leadership, because the evi- 
dence has been before the public for some years as to the Communist 
character of the leaders of the ILWU, but I haven’t been successful 
in doing it. Perhaps this committee’s investigation and findings may 
help in that very desirable purpose. 

Senator Watkins. At this point, I would like to observe that as 
a member of this committee I have conducted, as chairman, a number 
of hearings at which labor leaders appeared and testified about certain 
groups that had been affiliated with them, that were then affiliated 
with them, that they were trying to get rid of because they were 
convinced that they were dominated by Communists. Now that has 
been a rather common experience in this committee. As I have 
stated, I have been with it since its organization. Time and time 
again we have had the help of these labor leaders, who have come 
in and furnished us information leading to the detection and exposure 
of some of these Communists and who have also taken action through 
their own executive committees and through their own conventions 
in getting rid of Communists. 
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So that it is not a fair statement at all that the activities of this 
committee or even union leaders is directed in the direcion of break- 
ing down unions or a fight against union labor. 

Senator Johnston. Governor King, since we have spoken of a 
union, is the ILTVTJ at the present time affiliated with the CIO or the 
AF of L? 

Governor King. No, sir. I read in the formal statement and I will 
repeat at the convention the CIO held in New Jersey, I think in 1949, 
the ILTVTJ and several other unions were charged with being Com- 
munist-dominated and the convention empowered some committee to 
hold further hearings and to expel the ILTVTJ if the facts justified. 
There was a very strong indictment against the ILTVTJ written at the 
time of that expulsion, which occurred G years ago. And, of course, 
the ILTVTJ never was a member of the A. F. of L., to my knowledge. 

Senator Johnston. Since you have made the statement that von 
welcome this committee to make an investigation of this land, to find 
out the facts, I would like to know just what your government has 
appropriated in order to make investigations somewhat similiar to 
this ? 

Governor King. Over a period of years, Senator, it has been a con- 
siderable sum. I, frankly, haven’t got the figures, but each legislature 
since 1949 has appropriated money for the use of the Committee on 
Subversive Activities — the Commission on Subversive Activities. 

Senator Butler. Governor, has there been a fight on those appro- 
priations, within the legislature? 

Governor King. No, sir, not a fight exactly. But in the last legis- 
lature there was a cut in the amount that was requested. If that is 
what you are referring to. 

Particularly, as I remember, we asked for $43,000 and were given 
$20,000. May I correct those figures for the record when I confer 
with the chairman of the commission? But the commission’s funds 
were severely cut in the appropriation bill. I had to approve it as 
it was or there wouldn’t have been any appropriation. So that the 
commission has had to function on a very limited basis; they are 
almost closed up now. 

Senator Johnston. Say it is $20,000 or even $25,000, you couldn’t 
employ very many investigators and people that were competent to 
make investigations on that amount, could you ? 

Governor King. I didn’t quite get it all. 

Senator Johnston. I say, say it was $25,000, that small amount 
wouldn’t give you a sufficient amount to employ very many competent 
investigators in that field of activity ? 

Governor King. Of course that is correct. 

Even what we asked for was a very modest sum. 

Senator Eastland. Do I understand that you think that appropria- 
tion was inadequate? 

Governor King. Inadequate? 

Senator Eastland. Yes. 

Governor King. Yes, indeed. 

Senator Eastland. Senator Watkins. 

Senator Watkins. Mr. Chairman, there is one other matter that I 
would like to clear up. 

I am a member of the Interior and Insular Affairs Committee of 
the Senate and have served for a number of years as a member of the 
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Subcommittee on Territories, and for that reason I have had a very 
definite interest in other activities of the people here and in their 
aims and ambitions, and I want to make it perfectly clear that this 
hearing was not held for the purpose of trying to block statehood for 
Hawaii. 1 supported statehood and, until shown good reason to the 
contrary, I intend to keep on supporting it. But I am a member of 
this committee and I think we are all unanimous on this view, in fact 
I know we are, that this committee has stated, through the chairman, 
the objectives of this inquiry, and they do not in any way have any- 
thing to do with statehood, the fight for statehood. 

I wanted to make that perfectly clear. If I had felt it was just 
directed against that, I probably would have been protesting very 
loud and vigorously here today. 

Governor King. Thank you very much, Senator. We in Hawaii 
have recognized you as a firm friend and strong supporter of state- 
hood. I do not want any of my testimony to be taken as in opposition 
or in concern over statehood at all. 

I feel that the people of Hawaii are fundamentally loyal Americans 
and overwhelmingly so, and that any Communist leadership that is 
once disclosed as being anti-American would be very promptly sup- 
pressed, whether by physical force or not, as may be needed. There 
have been 1 or 2 occasions when the leadership of the ILWU has led 
them into what might be considered antipublic welfare activities and 
those efforts have failed. 

I cannot go along with General O’Daniel, whom I respect very 
highly, with whom I had very pleasant relations when he was the 
commanding general here, that there would be an uprising in the Ter- 
ritory led by Communists. There might be, as I have said in this 
written report, some economic tactics taken that would impair mili- 
tary activities but they would not be disclosed or understood by the 
workers as un-American. 

We have over 200,000 people in the labor force in the Territory and 
the ILWU and the UPW together would have a membership of pos- 
sibly twenty-seven or twenty-eight thousand. So there are a lot of 
working people in this Territory who are not members of the ILWU 
or the UPW, and there are a lot of workers in this Territory who are 
members of the A. F. of L. organization, besides many others who are 
not organized. 

Senator Watkins. I think you stated you are not fearful of a Com- 
munist uprising. 

Governor King. Not at all. 

Senator Johnston. Governor, since that statement by you has been 
made, I held the hearing when the general testified. I would like for 
that really to be cleared up. 

Mr. Morris. Senator, I think the point is that General O’Daniel 
was the commander of the whole area here, and he was telling us 
about the military contingency that his military command had to 
take into consideration in the event of a Soviet invasion or Soviet 
threat or Soviet war with the United States, and he just mentioned 
among the military possibilities which every commander has to take 
into consideration that particular possibility. He did not in way pre- 
dict that there would be one, and it was certainly in the framework 
of a military contingency. 
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Governor King. I have checked with the adjutant general of the 
Territory, Major General Makinney, who is a West Point graduate, 
retired from the United States Army, now the adjutant general of 
the Territory and has been for some years, and he was in command of 
the National Guard during those alerts, and he said they were for 
practice and for exercise, not in anticipation 

Senator Watkins. They were for what? 

Governor King. For practice and for exercises, not for any real 
contingency. 

Senator Watkins. Uprising. 

Governor King. There is a very strong statement — going back to 
the expulsion of the ILWU from the CIO— the executive board com- 
mitte reported these findings. May I read them; they are brief? 

The testimony, both oral and documentary, at the hearings demonstrates in- 
controvertibly and the committee finds that the policies and activities of the 
International Longshoremen’s and Warehousemen’s Union, under the leadership 
of its international officers and executive board, have long been and are today 
directed toward the achievement of the program and the policies of the Com- 
munist Party, rather than the objectives set forth in the constitution of the 
CIO. The ILWU has consistently and without a single deviation followed the 
sharp turns and swerves of the Communist Party line and has sacrificed the eco- 
nomic and social interests of its membership to that line. 

The defense presented by Harry Bridges and the several officers was an 
evasion of the real issues involved in the trial. They objected on hypertechnical 
grounds to the introduction of all relevant evidence, introduced extraneous and 
irrelevant evidence, and made unsupported and slanderous attacks upon the 
witnesses, and generally evidenced a hysterically evasive attitude towards the 
charges and towards the trial committee. 

That is the finding of the CIO executive board. 

Senator Johnston. That answers the question. 

Governor King. Yes, sir. 

Senator Eastland. Mr. Morris. 

Mr. Morris. Governor King, you mention in your statement that 
the Territory of Hawaii has no authority to charge or punish Com- 
munists under any Territorial law. If, as a matter of fact, you should 
discover through your Territorial commission or through other agen- 
cites of your government, that there are Communist actions on the 
islands, have you any power whatever to do anything about that 
situation, Governor? 

Governor King. I am not able to answer that question exactly. My 
understanding is that we can disclose to the public the Communists 
or Communist activities and that’s all. 

Quite recently a decision of the Supreme Court seemed to have indi- 
cated that the National Government has taken over practically com- 
plete purisdiction and control over Communist activities. There is 
even some question whether our loyalty procedure has not been 
impaired by that decision of the Supreme Court. 

Mr. Morris. Senator Welker, do you have a question? 

I have no more questions, Senator. 

Senator Butler. Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Eastland. Senator Butler. 

Senator Butler. I would like to make this statement in support of 
the statement by the Senator from Utah, Senator Watkins. 

This subcommittee is a very ellective instrumentality of the Gov- 
ernment because it has consistently refused to be used for any purpose 
other than to ferret out the facts" bearing upon the internal security 
of this country. And I can assure the members of the legislature, of 
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the commission, and Your Excellency, and the people of the Territory 
of Hawaii, that there is no trace of any evidence that we are here for 
any other purpose. Certainly, we are not here to defeat statehood. 
And I have said, this committee will not permit itself to be used for 
any oblique attack on anything. We attack communism directly and 
our subcommittee can never be used for any other purpose than that. 

Senator Watkins. Governor, I want to go into another field for a 
moment. 

You realize that there are other methods of fighting communism, 
other than passing laws against it and enforcing the laws. Now it is 
said that the fight of communism is to control the hearts and minds 
of the people and that an educational program in the long run is the 
most effective fight that can possibly be made against communism. 

Now, what are your people doing here in that field, to combat 
communism ? 

Governor King. Do you mean through governmental agencies 
or 

Senator Watkins. Through their judges, through their educational 
institutions, through the press, and by radio, television, and whatever 
means of mass communication you have? 

Governor King. There are a great many uncoordinated activities. 
There is one strong citizen organization, called the Hawaii Residents 
Association, with the short name called IMUA, which in Hawaiian 
means forward. 

Senator Watkins. Will you get a little closer to the microphone? 
Probably we can hear a little better. It is difficult for me to catch 
just what you are saying. 

Governor King. I say there are a great many uncoordinated efforts 
made to combat communism and in the line of education. There is a 
Hawaii Residents Association, with the short name IMUA, which in 
Hawaiian means forward. They publish a newspaper, they have 
radio programs; they have a very active anti-Communist program. 
At one time there was a program sponsored by the Elks, in opposition 
to communism. 

We have a very strong American Legion, Veterans of Foreign 
Wars, Disabled American Veterans, all very strongly anti-Communist. 

The A. F. of L. group are always opposing communism and carry- 
ing on an educational program within their own organization. 

So there are many individual or special efforts being made to 
educate the people. 

Now, communism wasn’t known to exist here until about 1946. 
Prior to that, the people that came in here and built up the ILWU 
organization and later came in and built up the UPW were not even 
identified as Communists, until after they had strongly entrenched 
themselves in legitimate labor activities and then staging strikes 
and gained the workers very special benefits. So they became very 
strongly entrenched in those unions. 

Now they have been identified as Communists, it is very difficult 
to dissuade the workers from continuing to follow their lead. 

I don’t know what else we can do except to punish those leaders if 
they are Communists. If they have committed a crime against the 
security of the United States, then let them be charged and convicted 
and if found guilty, be imprisoned. Now, seven people have been 
convicted of the offense under the Smith Act, have been tried and 
convicted, but they haven’t been imprisoned yet. They are still on bail. 
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They feel perfectly free to function both as labor leaders, if they 
are labor leaders, or in their other activities in the community. 

That’s the Aveakness of our efforts to contain communism or to 
eliminate it. 

In the educational held we have, of course, a very splendid school 
system because, on general education, we have a university, and I am 
sure in those places the principles of American democracy, the pattern 
of American life, are held forth and explained as well as can be done 
in any institutional organization. 

Senator Watkins. Slay I ask at this point: Have you had any 
evidence whatsoever of Communist infiltration in your schools? 

Governor King. I would say no. There have been some professors 
in the University of Hawaii whose extreme leftwing liberalism might 
have been suspect. But I would say that we have no occasion of any 
identified communism in the schools except a little while ago, before 
my term of office, there were two teachers expelled for their Communist 
affiliation, and they were expelled on a school-board hearing, on which 
there was a great deal of publicity and in which there was a very hot 
contest. They had a lawyer come down from San Francisco to defend 
them. But the school board used its prerogative in the selection of 
teachers to expel these people from school board and that was all 
that was done at that time. Later one of them was also charged under 
the Smith Act and is one of the persons convicted under that charge 
and he is still at large. 

Senator Watkins. How many institutions of higher learning do 
you have in the Islands? 

Governor King. The University of Hawaii is the only institution 
of higher learning sponsored by the Territorial Government. There 
are 1 or 2 smaller colleges. One that the Mormon Church is now 
sponsoring at Laie and one called Jackson College. I know of no 
others than those. 

Senator Watkins. Has there ever been any doubt about the loyalty 
of those schools, the people who comprise the faculty and the boards 
of education and the sponsors? 

Governor King. I would say no, none. Aside from the two teachers, 
I think it was, who were expelled for their Communist leanings, there 
is nobody in the public school system, in the University of Hawaii, 
or in the higher private schools who have ever been suspected or 
accused of being Communists. 

Senator Watkins. Since these hearings will go to the entire peo- 
ple of the United States and to the Congress, I may ask some ques- 
tions to which you people know the answers very well indeed here, 
but we want the answers to be made a matter of record for the bene- 
fit. of all the people of the country. 

Now, how about your press? 

Governor King. There is one newspaper, the Honolulu Record, 
that is greatly indebted to the ILWU, by its own statement. That’s 
all I know about it. It carries the party line. Whether it could be 
rightly charged with being a Communist-dominated paper is pretty 
hard to tell. The editor was 1 of the 7 who were charged and con- 
victed under the Smith Act. 

Senator Watkins. Is he now the editor? 

Governor King. He is still the editor. 

Senator Watkins. Since his conviction. 
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Senator Eastland. Is that a daily paper? 

Governor King. Daily paper ; yes. 

Senator Watkins. Do you know anything about the size of its 
circulation? 

Governor King. I stand corrected, Mr. Chairman. It is a weekly 
paper. 

Senator Watkins. Do you know anything about its circulation? 

Governor King. No ; I don't read it but it is 

Senator Watkins. I can understand full well why you might not 
want to read it, but as Governor you might be under some obligation 
to read it and see what is going on. 

Governor King. I am one of its pet targets. I have had my atten- 
tion called to some of its articles on occasion but I don't as a rule read 
it. It follows the Communist Party line; whether it is Communist- 
dominated — it has its Communist editor — or whether it should be 
charged as a subversive publication, I don’t know. That is one of 
the things I had hoped this committee might determine. 

Senator Watkins. You have only mentioned one. About how 
many do you have in the islands? 

Governor King. Oh, my ! We have in Honolulu alone 2 large 
dailies and 2 fairly large dailies, 4 daily newspapers. The Honolulu 
Advertiser, the morning daily, and the Honolulu Star-Bulletin, the 
afternoon daily; and we have the Hawaii Times, that used to be a 
Japanese language paper, still has a Japanese language section; 
and then the Hawaii Herald, I think it is. Isn’t it the Herald? 
Called the Hochi-sha, a former Japanese language paper that is now 
bilingual; and then a great many weeklies on the other islands. 
There is a daily in Hilo and a semiweekly in Maui, a weekly on 
Kauai. We have any number of newspapers. 

Senator Watkins. Is there any doubt about any of these, other 
than the one you have mentioned, as to their loyalty and the support 
they are giving Americanism and this country ? 

Governor King. Except for the Honolulu Record, I know of no 
paper that follows the Communist line. The ILWU gets out a little 
sheet of its own, for its own membership, that would wouldn’t call a 
newpaper, and of course that is right down the Communist line, it 
follows the leadership of the ILWU in its articles. But it is an 
organizational paper rather than a newspaper for current informa- 
tion. 

Senator Watkins. I congratulate you on the fine record your press 
is making here. Now, with respect to other media of communication. 
What about radios and television? 

Governor King. There again, there is one radio broadcast nightly 
by a man who has been identified as having been a Communist, and 
that follows the party line right down the line. It is a broadcast by 
Mr. McElrath. 

Senator Watkins. What is his name? 

Governor King. Mr. McElrath. 

Senator Eastland. I understand the reporter desires a recess. 

Mr. Morkis. Mr. Cowart, a 2 minute break? The shorthand re- 
porter, Senator, asks a 

Senator Watkins. I have been a judge, and I know they need a 
break. 

Senator Eastland. We will take a 2-minute recess. 
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(A brief recess was taken.) 

Senator Eastland. The committee will come to order. 

Senator Watkins. Air. Chairman, may I have the last two questions 
read, for the benefit of myself and probably the witness? 

Mr. Morris. Will you read the last two questions, Mr. Reporter? 

(The questions and answers were read by the reporter.) 

Governor King. May I continue my answer? 

Senator Watkins. You may continue, Governor. 

Governor King. That is the only radio-TV means of communication 
of views or dissemination that I know of, that follows the Communist 
line. Sometimes they are very libelous, slanderous broadcasts. I 
think he accused me last night of all kinds of skullduggery. I don’t 
listen to that either. I find the best protection in the office I hold is : 
don’t pay any attention to the Honolulu Record or the McElrath talks. 
But all the others are absolutely straightforward agencies of the radio. 

Senator Watkins. There is no doubt whatever about their loyalty 
and the support they are giving the Government? 

Governor King. Xone whatsoever. 

Senator Watkins. All anti- Communist? 

Governor King. Yes. I would like to add, with reference to what 
we are trying to do in the line of education. The school department, 
the department of public instruction of the Territory 

Senator Watkins. I didn’t hear that last. 

Governor King. The department of public instruction of the Terri- 
tory has distributed throughout the schools the pamphlet sent to us 
from Washington that explains the background of communism and 
the Communist menace. And we also have an active program of in- 
struction in the university on the various political philosophies, in- 
cluding communism. 

Senator Watkins. Xow, how about the churches? 

I know that’s a delicate subject, but I think it is only fair because 
they do have a profound influence upon the people, and they rightly 
should have. 

Governor King. I can think of no church in the whole Territory of 
Hawaii that supports any part of the Communist line. They are all 
straightforward religious organizations; may be a little on the liberal 
philosophy in some cases, but in every case all loyal American insti- 
tutions. 

Senator Watkins. That's the answer I expected, and I’m sure that 
is true all over America. 

Governor King. We have a very small problem really. We have a 
problem of some very able, shrewd labor leaders who have entrenched 
themselves in the labor movement and who have been identified as 
having been Communists at one time or another, whose intemperate 
language and whose ordinary behavior is not very admirable or com- 
mendable, but they have won the confidence of their followers, and it 
is very difficult to convince their followers that these people are a men- 
ace to the United States. 

Senator Watkins. You would say, then, that the overwhelming 
majority of the people of this Territory are completely loyal to the 
United States? 

Governor King. I don’t think there is any question about it. We 
always exceed our quota of volunteers; our draftees go into the Army 
with smiles, their parents come down and bid them go away, just like 
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any other American community. Somebody goes and gives them a 
pep talk. We read in the newspapers how they have excelled in the 
military camps. I think we have something like 60,000 veterans, in a 
population here of hardly 200,000 adults, of both men and women. 
Those veterans are mostly men, although many of them are women 
also. So we have a very high percentage of veterans, as I mentioned. 
We have a very military-minded unit — I mean community; we live 
close to the Army and Navy and the Marine Corps and the air force. 
And a large part of our gainfully employed people are employed by 
the United States Government. 

Senator Watkins. You have loyalty tests there, I imagine. 

Governor King. Pardon? 

Senator Watkins. I say, you have loyalty tests 

Governor King. No question about it. 

Senator Watkins. With respect to those employees? 

Governor King. No question about it. They are thoroughly loyal; 
they are screened before they are employed. And they go from here 
to the mainland and come from the mainland here, and the various 
branches of the military services and the other branches of the Federal 
Government employ very close to 25,000 people in these islands. Now, 
that is 25,000 adults, mostly men but not entirely, a good many women. 

The Territory employs 19,000 people. The Territory and the four 
counties. So there again you have a very solid body of citizens who 
are working for the United States Government or for the Territory 
of Hawaii. 

Then we have a strong A. F. of L. group and we have the unorgan- 
ized white collar and professional people. 

The two unions that are dominated by Communist leadership are 
the ILWU and the UPW. The ILWU 

Senator Watkins. What was that last one? 

Governor King. The ILWU and the UPW. 

Senator Watkins. Now, that last one is a public service or I mean 
a governmental group? 

Governor King. It came out here as such but they also recruit out- 
side of the Government employees. It was originally a branch of the 
United Public Workers of America. The organizer was sent here 
from that organization in Washington, headed by a Mr. Flaxer, in 
Washington. The man who came out here was a Mr. Epstein. And 
then later they decided they didn't want to remain affiliated with the 
United Public Workers of America; they changed their name, re- 
organized, and called themselves United Public Workers, and they 
work very closely with the ILWU. Mr. Epstein is still their business 
agent or director or — he is not an officer — the actual employees elect 
their own officers. But Mr. Epstein, Mr. Murin, Mr. Roffman are the 
three men who direct the energies or the policies of the UPW. Just 
as Mr. Bridges, Mr. Hall, and a select group around Mr. Hall direct 
the activities of the ILWU. 

Senator Watkins. Now, I have one other group or groups — the 
racial group. 

Governor King. What? 

Senator Watkins. Racial, racial groups. 

Governor King. I would say there are absolutely no racial groups 
that follow any Communist line. 
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Senator Watkins. None of them follows the Communist line? 

Governor King. None, none. All of our different racial groups 
are very patriotic, very proud of being Americans. We are having 
ceremonies in the Federal court and in the circuit courts every 2 
weeks or so, where the older Japanese, who are now eligible for 
naturalization under the Walter-McCarran Act, applying for naturali- 
zation, in their old age. They have been denied that privilege hereto- 
fore. A good many Filipinos come up at the same time. They have 
been ineligible for naturalization for some years. 

So that the remaining alien groups in these islands are going down 
steadily, as fast as these elderly people qualify themselves for natu- 
ralization. They are very proud of the fact that they can become 
Americans because their sons have served in the military service 
honorably and have come home with an honorable discharge. The 
parents want to be of the same citizenship as their children. 

So I would say we have only this little bit of a group, and I don’t 
know how many of them. I think at one time there was an estimate 
made there wasn’t 139 Communists in the whole Territory of Hawaii. 

Senator Watkins. 139 ? 

Governor King. 139 ; I think that was an estimate made in 1950. 
And how many of them are still Communists, I don’t know. 

Some of the second flight Communists I don’t believe have any idea 
what the Marx philosophy is. 

Senator Watkins. You made a description; I didn’t get that. 

Governor King. I say some of the second flight Communists. 

Senator Watkins. Second flight? 

Governor King. Yes; 1 don’t believe they have any idea what the 
Marx philosophy is. They think their ideology is Communist but 
their actual — they are actual Communists whose indoctrination was 
received in a school up in San Francisco, a labor school that teaches 
labor tactics and communism, and when they come back here they be- 
come business agents and leaders of various unions. And they begin 
to have a vested interest in their job, rather than any Communist 
philosophy. The key men are men like Bridges, Hall, and 5 or 6 
others. 

Senator Watkins. May I ask you this question ? 

The men who have been publicly identified as Communists, are they 
native people of the Territory or are they an imported variety? 

Governor King. The Communist philosophy is an importation. 

Senator Watkins. The philosophy, but how about the men? 

Governor King. The leadership is imported. 

Senator Watkins. The leadership. 

Governor King. Bridges comes from Australia, as you know, and 
lives in California, where he recently signed the Republican rolls. 
And Hall comes here from Wisconsin/ 

Senator Eastland. Let’s have order. 

Senator Watkins. What is that? 

Governor King. Hall comes here from Wisconsin. 

Senator Watkins. Wisconsin ? 

Governor King. Yes; and one of his main satellites comes from 
California. I don’t know where McElrath comes from. But they 
are all from the mainland; they have been here 8 years, 10 years, 12 
years. 
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Senator Watkins. You ought to have a rather strict immigration 
law probably out here. 

I think that covers the scope of the questions on that, Mr. Chairman. 
Thank you. 

Senator Eastland. The Chair notices that Delegate Farrington, 
who made a very outstanding record in the American Congress is 
present; that Chief Justice Bice is present; that Associate Justice 
Marumoto is present; and that United States attorney, Mr. Louis 
Blissard, is present. 

We are mighty glad to have you in the audience. Please stand up. 

(Mrs. Farrington, Chief Justice Bice, Justice Marumoto, and Mr. 
Blissard stood.) 

Senator Eastland. Thank you. 

Senator Welker. Mr. Chairman, I have only one question to direct 
to the Governor. 

Governor, on the interrogations propounded to you by Senator 
Watkins of Utah, you made an answer that in your schools in con- 
nection with instruction on political philosophies, you were using 
certain documents about communism. And I will ask you if it isn’t 
a fact that in the public schools of your Territory you are using The 
Handbook for Americans, the Communist Party of the United States 
of America, What It Is and How It Works, which was prepared by 
this subcommittee of the United States Senate Judiciary Committee, 
after years of study ; and we are very proud of the fact that this Terri- 
tory uses that in the schools. 

Governor King. That was the boob I had reference to, Senator, and 
it is being used here in Hawaii. 

Senator Eastland. Any further questions, gentlemen? 

We will now recess until 3 : 30 this afternoon. 

(Whereupon, at 10:53 a. m., the subcommittee recessed.) 

AFTERNOON SESSION 

The subcommittee met, pursuant to the recess, at 3 : 30 p. m., in the 
Senate Chamber, Iolani Palace, Senator Arthur V. Watkins presiding. 

Present: Senator Eastland (chairman), Senators Watkins, Johns- 
ton, Welker, Butler. 

Also present: Bobert Morris, chief counsel; Benjamin Mandel, 
research director. 

Mr. Morris. The first witness scheduled this afternoon, Mr. Chair- 
man, is Bobert McElrath. 

Will Mr. McElrath come forward, please? Take the witness chair, 
the one nearest to you. 

Senator Watkins. Baise your right hand and be sworn. 

You solemnly swear that the testimony given in the matter now 
pending before this committee will be the truth, the whole truth, and 
nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. McElrath. I do. 

Senator Watkins. You may examine the witness. 
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TESTIMONY OF ROBERT McELRATH 

Mr. Morris. Mr. McElrath, clo you appear here with attorneys this 
afternoon ? 

Mr. McElrath. Mr. Chairman, may I get these television lights out 
of my face ? I would rather not be televised. 

Senator Watkins. Where is the television? 

Mr. McElrath. I think this is it, I am not certain, but I would 
rather not be televised. 

Senator Watkins. If you don’t want to be televised, that is your 
right to object. And the Chair will rule that you may not be required 
to be televised. So please turn off the camera, at least on him. You 
may turn it on the committee or the audience. 

Senator Welker. The funniest looking television camera I ever 
saw. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. McElrath, you appear here with attorneys today I 

Mr. McElrath. Yes; I do. 

Mr. Morris. Counsel, will you identify yourself for the record? 

Mr. Andersen. My name is George R. Andersen. 

Mr. Symonds. My name is Myer C. Symonds. 

Mr. Morris. Senator, I would like to have it in the record at this 
time, the circumstances surrounding a request that has been honored 
by 2 people who were scheduled to be the first 2 witnesses here today — 
Mr. Symonds and Mrs. Bouslog. They originally had been subpenaed 
to be the first witnesses to be called this afternoon. However, at 
their request, because they contended that they could more effectively 
represent their clients, we have deferred their appearance. 

I would like the record to show, Sir. Symoncls and Mrs. Bouslog, 
that that is being done at your request. 

Senator Watkins. Are the witnesses here? Will you kindly stand 
so you may be identified ? 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Symonds and Mrs. Bouslog, will you kindly 
stand ? 

Mr. Symonds. That is correct. 

Mrs. Bouslog. That is correct. 

Senator Watktns. I didn’t get your answers. 

Mr. Symonds. That is correct. 

Mrs. Bouslog. That is correct. 

Mr. Morris. Senators, preliminary to the hearing here this after- 
noon, I would like to read into the record some of the testimony of 
witnesses who have testified on the subject that we are going to con- 
sider this afternoon. 

Senator Watkins. You may proceed. 

Mr. Morris. On June 19, of this year, Victor Riesel, the labor colum- 
nist, testified as follows : 

Pie was asked the question : 

Based on your experience which you have just set forth, Mr. Riesel, I wonder 
if you would tell us how Communists operate on various waterfronts, New York. 
San Francisco, Honolulu, and throughout the United States? 

Mr. Riesel answered : 

I was especially interested in Hawaii, where with some 1 ,300 waterfront 
workers, the International Longshoremen’s and Warehousemen’s Union is able 
to shut off all entrance and egress to and from the islands, except, of course, by 
air. I was very much interested in the fact that this union, which is especially 
a waterfront union, was also deep in the agricultural economy of the islands. 
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I asked : 

When you say this union, you mean the International ILWU? 

And Mr. Riesel said “Yes.” 

Question : 

Now, by controlling the 1,300 waterfront workers, they are able to block the 
ports? 

Riesel answered: 

Not only are able but were able and did this sometime ago to the point where 
it would have taken the Army or the Navy to really move stuff in and out. I was 
told that in some instances there was so little feed for cattle that the cattle died 
off and had to be slaughtered; that food supplies ran low; the whole economy of 
the Islands was shaken. To me this was vital because the Hawaiian Islands, 
in addition to being a strategic outpost, as witnessed in the tragedy of Pearl 
Harbor, are the second most important military, Navy, Air, Marine defense out- 
posts, second only to the Pentagon. From the Hawaiian Islands are the com- 
mands, reaching to the Asian shores, down to New Zealand, and there you have 
your Far Eastern Central Command under Admiral Stump. 

And then I asked : 

An d you say that port, which is as important as you say it is, now under 
the control of Harry Bridges? 

Mr. Riesel. It is absolutely so. There is no doubt about it. And from 
reports, he has developed considerable political influence and has, of course, 
a union reaching into the agricultural parts, the sugar and pineapple fields. 

Question : 

What do you mean by that, Mr. Riesel ? 

Mr. Riesel. He and his union control all the workers of the great plantations, 
which he has also shut down from time to time and thoroughly hurt the economy. 
At any given moment, should he decide to call a strike, the structure of the union 
is such that he has the power, through his lieutenant Jack Hall, to not only shut 
down the ports but to close down the entire economy by calling an agricultural 
strike on the big plantations of the Islands. Bridges has not been satisfied with 
just controlling the ports and the agricultural economy of the Islands but has 
begun to take in government workers into his union of waterfront and longshore- 
men. It is now quite probable that he will have the same influence in govern- 
ment offices that he has amongst the waterfront and plantation rank and file. 

And tlien I asked : 

Now, does the Bridges lifeline to Honolulu go from San Francisco? 

And he said, “Yes.” 

Now, in furtherance of that, Senator Watkins, we subpenaed Mr. 
Jeff Ivibre. Mr. Ivibre is the Washington representative of the ILWU. 
He was called to testify on June 21, of this year, and did appear before 
Senator Eastland and Senator Jenner. 

I asked Mr. Ivibre the question : 

Now, Mr. Kibre, are you now a member of the Communist Party? 

Mr. Kibre said : 

I will decline to answer that question on the basis of my privilege under the 
fifth amendment, not to be a witness against myself. 

I then asked him if he had used the alias Barry Wood, in connection 
with Communist Party activities, and again he refused to answer, 
claiming his privilege under the fifth amendment. 

Finally, Senators, we then called Irving Velson. 

Senator Watkins. Who? 

Mr. Morris. Irving Velson. V-e-l-s-o-n, who is the ILWU top rep- 
resentative on the east coast. And we asked him if he presently was 
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a member of the Communist Party, and he refused to say, claiming 
privilege. We asked him if he had used various aliases; he claimed 
privilege again; and we asked him if he had worked as an assistant 
to J. Peters, who, according to our sworn testimony, was liaison be- 
tween the underground section of the Communist Party and the Soviet 
secret police and he invoked the privilege on that. And we asked him 
if the testimony about Mr. Stevens, or J. Peters, alias J. Peters, with 
Velson acting as assistant, was true, and he again claimed privilege 
under the fifth amendment. 

So that, Senators, constitutes some of the preliminary evidence that 
led to our coming here to these islands. 

Senator Watkins. It will also clarify the record. 

Have the attorneys representing the witness been counseled as to 
how far they can participate in the hearing? 

Mr. Morris. Not yet; no, Senator. 

Senator Watkins. Under the practice of the committee in holding 
this type of hearing, investigation hearing, counsel are permitted to 
sit with the witness, but they are not permitted to talk to him unless 
lie asks for advice on legal matters. They cannot suggest answers 
or coach him in any way except on the matter of law, after he has 
requested audibly the advice from his counsel. 

This is not a trial, and the precautions which are given in a trial 
for an attorney, of course, to object, and all that sort of thing, do not 
lie in a procedure of this kind. 

I merely call that to counsel’s attention. Most of the attorneys in 
the East have had experience before committees and accept it readily, 
and I wanted to advise you so that you would know how the commit- 
tee conducts these hearings. 

Will you proceed, Mr. Morris? 

Mr. Morris. Will you give your full name and address to the 
reporter ? 

Mr. McElrath. My name is Robert McElrath, spelled 
M-c-E-l-r-a-t-h. 

Mr. Morris. Where do you reside, Mr. McElrath ? 

Mr. McElrath. I live at 2407 St. Louis Drive, in Honolulu. 

Mr. Morris. Now what is your business or profession? 

Mr. McElrath. I decline to answer the question on the ground 
it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Morris. You mean you will not tell this committee what your 
public business or occupation is? 

Mr. McElrath. I have answered the question. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, will you rule on that claim? 

Senator Watkins. That is a very close question. I think you 
should answer that question. I don’t see how conducting your busi- 
ness in public, and how it could possibly incriminate you to tell the 
committee what your business is. Therefore, you are directed and 
ordered to answer the question. The Chair rules that you do not have 
that protection for this particular question under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. McElrath. Federal Judge McLaughlin once told me that a 
man who represents himself in a legal proceeding has a fool for a 
client. So I am down here with attorneys, and I have discussed this 
matter with counsel, and I decline to answer because of the advice 
of counsel. 

Senator Watkins. You decline 
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Mr. McElrath. I am not an attorney. 

Senator Watkins. On the ground that you have stated? 

Mr. McElrath. Yes. The fifth amendment. 

Senator Watkins. You have a right to claim the protection. . I 
have ordered you to answer, and we will let the record stand as it is, 
with your refusal. You will have to take whatever consequences may 
possibly grow out of your refusal. 

Mr. Morris. Senator, in view of that answer, we have available Mr. 
Benjamin Mandel, who is our research director, and he has a docu- 
ment here from the Labor Department which purports to give the 
title that Mr. McElrath had in very recent days. So, inasmuch as 
this is the best evidence we can produce at this particular time, al- 
though I think, Senator, it is pretty well known that he is the public- 
relations director of the union and broadcasts as such almost every 
night on the radio here. But still, Senator, may Mr. Mandel stand 
and be sworn at this time? 

Senator Watkins. You do solemnly swear the testimony you will 
give in the matter now before this committee will be the truth, the 
whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Mandel. I do. 

Senator Watkins. You may proceed. 

TESTIMONY OE BENJAMIN MANDEL 

Mr. Morris. Will you give your name and address to the reporter, 
Mr. Mandel ? 

Mr. Mendel. Benjamin Mandel, 3420 17th Street NAY., Washing- 
ton, D. C. 

Mr. Morris. You are the research director of the Internal Security 
Subcommittee; are you not, Mr. Mandel? 

Mr. Mandel. I am. 

Mr. Morris. Do you have any official Government document that 
would indicate, in recent days, the official title of the witness on the 
stand here today ? 

Mr. Mandel. I have before me the directory of labor organizations 
in the Territory of Hawaii, revised September 1956, published by the 
department of labor and industrial relations, bureau of research and 
statistics, Honolulu, and on page 23 of this document, under the head- 
ing of “International Longshoremen’s and Warehousemen’s Union,” 
is listed as Territorial representative and public-relations director, 
Robert McElrath. 

TESTIMONY 0E ROBERT McELRATH— Resumed 

Mr. Morris. Now, is that listing correct, Mr. McElrath ? 

Mr. McElrath. I decline to answer the question on the grounds 
heretofore given. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. McElrath, are you a Communist? 

Mr. McElrath. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. That is, you are claiming your privilege? 

Mr. McElrath. I am. 

Mr. Morris. Under the fifth amendment? 

Mr. McElrath. Yes, sir; I am. 

Mr. Morris. Now have you attended a Communist Party training 
school on the mainland ? 
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Mr. McElrath. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Have you consistently advocated here in Honolulu 
and in the Hawaiian Islands that the Communist Party should stay 
underground ? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. McElrath. I don’t understand the question. 

Mr. Morris. Have you at Communist Party meetings taken the 
position that the Communist Party of Hawaii should remain an un- 
derground organization and not come out into the open ? 

Mr. McElhath. I decline to answer the question on the grounds 
heretofore given. 

Mr. Morris. Have Communist parties been held at your home? 

Mr. McElrath. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Have Communist meetings, that should read. 

Have Communist meetings been held at your home? 

Mr. McElrath. Will you repeat the question? I have already 
answered. 

Mr. Morris. I will repeat the question. Have Communist meetings 
been held at your home ? 

Mr. McElrath. I decline to answer on the grounds heretofore 
given. 

Mr. Morris. Now, have you broadcast here to the people of Hono- 
lulu that the Communist threat to the islands is virtually nonexistent? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. McElrath. Same answer as herteofore given. 

Mr. Morris. Were you, while you so broadcast to the people of the 
islands, at the time of these broadcasts, a secret member of the Com- 
munist Party? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. McElrath. “These broadcasts”; are you talking about any 
particular broadcast or any particular period of time ? 

Mr. Morris. The broadcasts I asked you about in the previous ques- 
tion which you did not answer. 

Mr. McElrath. I decline to answer on the same ground. 

Mr. Morris. When did you last see Charles Fujimoto, who has been 
described and whom the committee has learned has been the chairman 
of the Communist Party of Hawaii ; when did you last see Charles 
Fujimoto? 

Mr. McElrath. The same answer as heretofore given. 

Mr. Morris. That is, you claim a privilege under the fifth amend- 
ment? 

Mr. McElrath. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Have you attended national conventions of the Com- 
munist Party on the mainland ? 

Mr. McElrath. The same answer as heretofore given. 

Mr. Morris. As a matter of fact, you did attend a national con- 
vention of the Communist Party in New York, did you not, Mr. Mc- 
Elrath ? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. McElrath. The same answer as heretofore given. 

Mr. Morris. Now, do you do general propaganda, union propa- 
ganda for the ILWTJ ? 

Mr. McElrath. The same answer as heretofore given. 

Mr. Morris. Do you make political contacts for the ILWU ? 
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Mr. AIcElrath. The same answer as heretofore given. 

Mr. Morris. Are you the editor of the ILWTJ Reporter ? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. McElrath. The same answer as heretofore given. 

Senator Watkins. Are you acquainted with that paper? 

Air. McElrath. The same answer, sir, as heretofore given. 

Senator Watkins. Not even acquainted with it. 

Mr. Morris. Now, can you recall that on March 1 , 1955, you quoted 
from the report of the Territorial Commission on Subversion here in 
Honolulu? 

Air. AIcElrath. I can’t hear you, sir. 

Air. AIorris, Can you recall that, on Alarch 1, 1955, you quoted from 
the report of the Territorial Commission on Subversion here in the 
islands; can you recall that? 

Air. AIcElrath. The same answer as heretofore given. 

Air. AIorris. Did you at that time quote from that report prior to 
the time that that report was actually issued ? 

Air. AIcElrath. The same answer as heretofore given. 

Air. AIorris. That is, you claim your privilege under the fifth 
amendment ? 

Air. AIcElrath. Yes, sir. And I hope it is understood that every 
time I give that answer it means the fifth amendment. 

Air. Morris. I understand. I just want the record to be unmis- 
takable. 

Air. AIcElrath. did you in fact surreptitiously receive an advance 
copy of that particular report? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. AIcElrath. I should like to understand your understanding 
of “surreptitiously” there. 

Air. AIorris. Well, did you 

Air. AIcElrath. I believe I understand what you mean but I would 
like to know for certain. 

Air. AIorris. Well, did you receive in advance a copy of the report? 

Mr. AIcElrath. I decline to answer the question on the grounds 
heretofore given. 

Air. AIorris. Who gave you that advance copy of the report? 

Air. AIcElrath. I decline to answer on the grounds heretofore 
given. 

Air. Morris. Now, in your broadcast of February 7, 1953, did you, 
on your radio program, state the following, and I am now quoting: 

Into our possession has come hundreds of dossiers collected by official Govern- 
ment investigating agencies. 

Did you make that statement on your February 7, 1953, broadcast? 

Air. McElrath. Aly memory isn’t a filing cabinet, but I am going to 
decline to answer the question on the grounds heretofore given. 

Air. Morris. Did you in fact read from the files of these reports, 
which you described as dossiers collected from official Government 
investigating agencies ? 

Air. AIcElrath. Same answer as heretofore given. 

Air. AIorris. Where did you get these reports, Air. AIcElrath? 

Air. AIcElrath. The same answer. 

Air. AIorris. How did you come into possession of official Govern- 
ment documents? 
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(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. McElrath. The same answer. 

Mr. Morris. In fact, in connection with these particular reports, 
you read a security report referring to yourself and your wife, did 
you not, Mr. McElrath? I give you a date. Februai'y 9, 1953. 

Mr. McElrath. What do you mean by “security report”? 

Mr. Morris. Well, I am using your own description here. 

Into our possession has come hundreds of dossiers collected by official Gov- 
ernment investigating agencies. 

And then you read a file referring to yourself and your wife and 
others. That second part of it was on February 9, 1953. 

Mr. McElrath. I decline to answer the question on the grounds 
heretofore given. 

Mr. Morris. Do you broadcast 5 nights a week for 15 minutes, from 
6 : 45 to 7 p. m., on station KHON ? 

Senator Watkins. Is that in Honolulu? 

Mr. Morris. That’s in Honolulu, Senator. 

Mr. McElrath. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Have you been in the past a member of the Manoa Club 
branch of the Communist Party? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. McElrath. I decline to answer the question on the grounds 
heretofore given. 

Mr. Morris. Have you held Communist Party book No. 74521? 

Mr. McElrath. The same reply. 

Senator Watkins. What do you mean by “Communist Party book,” 
Counsel ? 

Mr. Morris. Senator, our evidence indicates that in the past the 
Communist Party did issue Communist Party membership books, and 
we have been told that the witness here today was the holder of Com- 
munist Party book No. 74521 in the past. And I asked him whether 
our information is correct. I think he lias refused to answer that. 

Senator Johnston. Mr. McElrath, I noticed you wrote down the 
number just now, when he gave you the number of the book. Why 
did you do that? Was that the reason — you are going to look to see 
if that was the right number of the book? Of your book? 

Mr. McElrath. 1 would probably forget it, sir. 

Senator Johnston. You did that in order to look at your book, isn’t 
that true, to see if it is that number ? 

Mr. McElratii (laughing). No, sir; that is not the reason I wrote 
it down. 

Senator Johnston. What was the reason? 

Mr. McElratii. I wrote it down because I thought I would for- 
get it. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. McElrath, do you recall the 4-day shutdown that 
occurred in the ILWU at the time that Jack Hall was being tried here 
in the year 1953? I am asking you if you recall it, as a matter of 
public record. 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. McElrath. I decline to answer the question on the grounds 
heretofore given. 

Mr. Morris. I ask what your role was in that particular walkout. 

Mr. McElrath. I decline to answer the question on the grounds 
heretofore given. 
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Mr. Morris. Senators, I have an abundance of questions here that 
I would like to ask this witness, but I think in view of the responses 
he has given to date that any further inquiry would be unavailing, 
so far as this particular witness is concerned. 

Senator Watkins. Any questions by members of the committee? 
The witness may step aside. 

Senator Welker. Just a moment, Senator. 

Senator Watkins. Senator Welker. 

Senator Welker. Mr. Witness, do you work at all ? 

Mr. McElrath. I decline to answer that question on the grounds 
heretofore given. 

Senator Welker. Are you a man of family ? 

Mr. McElrath. Yes ; I am. 

Senator Welker. How do you support that family ? 

Mr. McElrath. Same answer heretofore given. 

Senator Welker. You want to take the fifth amendment on whether 
or not you work for a living. Is that right? 

Mr. McElrath. I have, sir. 

Senator Welker. You have taken the fifth amendment? 

Mr. McElrath. The fifth amendment; yes. 

Senator Watkins. Any other questions? 

Senator Johnston. Do you believe in the American way of life? 

Mr. McElrath. Definitely. 

Senator Johnston. Definitely. Don't you think, then, that it 
would benefit the American way of life if you would answer these 
questions that have been asked you here today? 

Mr. McElrath. As I said earlier, sir, a man who represents himself 
in court without an attorney has a fool for a client. I am taking the 
advice of my lawyers. 

Senator Watkins. Let me ask you this question. Do you really 
honestly believe to answer these questions would incriminate you? 

Mr. McElrath. Very definitely. 

Senator Watkins. That is your belief, that they might incriminate 
you? 

Mr. McElrath. My lawyers so advise. 

Senator Watkins. Now, is that your belief? Your lawyer 
wouldn’t have a belief on that question. It has to be your own belief. 
You are man claiming the protection, not the lawyers. 

Mr. McElrath. All right. I think a person would be a fool to 
come into court with a lawyer and not take his advice. 

Senator Watkins. What I am trying to find out is : Do you honestly 
believe and sincerely believe that if you answer truthfully these ques- 
tions that have been asked, you might incriminate yourself? 

Mr. McElrath. Yes, sir. Otherwise, I wouldn’t answer them that 
way. 

Senator Watkins. All right. I just wanted to know whether it is 
your belief or your lawyer’s opinion that it might incriminate you. 

Mr. McElrath. I am not going to argue the law with lawyers. 

Senator Watkins. All right. 

Mr. McElrath. I’m not one. 

Senator Watkins. The record will show what your answer was. 

Senator Welker. If you’re not a lawyer, what are you then? 

Mr. McElrath. The same answer as heretofore given to you. 
Senator. ’ 
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Senator Watkins. Nothing further. The witness may step aside. 

Air. Morris. The next witness, Senator, is Joseph Kealalio. 

Senator Watkins. The witness will please come forward. Raise 
your right hand. Raise your right hand and be sworn. Do you 
solemnly swear that the testimony you give in the matter now pending 
before this committee will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing 
but the truth, so help you God ? 

Air. Kealalio. I do. 

TESTIMONY OF JOSEPH KEALALIO 

Air. AIorris. AVill you give your name and address to the court 
reporter? 

Air. Kealalio. I would like the same privilege as the witness before 
me, please, regarding the lights. 

Senator Watkins. The television people will please not train the 
instrument on the witness; he objects. lie has a right to object. 

Air. AIorris. Will you give your name and address to the reporter? 

Air. Kealalio. Joseph Kealalio. K-e-a-l-a-l-i-o. 

Air. AIorris. That is spelled “K-e-a-l-a-l-i-o”? 

Air. Kealalio. Yes. 

Mr. AIorris. And where do you reside? 

Mr. Kealalio. 3922 Nioi Place. 

Senator AVatkins. AVill you speak a little louder, please? It is 
difficult for me to hear your answers. 

Air. Kealalio. 3922 Nioi Place. N-i-o-i. 

Air. AIorris. I think you told us in executive session that you also 
are known as Joseph Blurr, and you use that name because of the 
difficult pronunciation of your own name, is that right? 

Air. Kealalio. Yes. 

Air. AIorris. Now, will you tell us your business or profession? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Kealalio. I am relying on the fifth amendment, sir. 

Air. AIorris. AVhat do you mean by that? Do you refuse to answer 
that question? 

Air. Kealalio. Yes. 

Air. AIorris. And is your refusal to answer that question based on 
your claim of privilege under the fifth amendment to the Constitution 
of the United States? 

Air. Kealalio. Yes, sir. 

Senator AVatkins. AVhat was the answer? 

Air. Kealalio. Yes, sir. 

Air. AIorris. Air. Chairman, in view of the witness’ response, I ask 
that Air. Alandel be again asked to identify the occupation or the par- 
ticular position that this witness holds. 

Senator AVatkins. Air. Alandel may proceed. 

Air. AIandel. I read again from the document referred to as a Direc- 
tory of Labor Organizations in the Territory of Hawaii, on page 23, 
under International Longshoremen’s and AA 7 arehousemen’s Union, we 
find among the international representatives listed Joseph Kealalio. 

Air. AIorris. Air. Kealalio, have you — are you or have you in the 
past acted as a stand-in for J. R. Robinson, national vice president of 
the ILAVU ? 

Mr. Kealalio. Same answer, sir; I decline to answer. 


SCOPE OF SOVIET ACTIVITY IN THE UNITED STATES 2269 


Mr. Morris. Was that assignment given to you in the event that 
Mr. Kobinson would have to give up his position for one reason or 
another ? 

Mr. Ivealalio. Same answer, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know whether or not the three top officers of the 
JLWU nationally, namely, Bridges, Bobinson, and Schmidt, each had 
a stand-in selected for them in the event of all contingencies? 

Mr. Ivealalio. Same answer, sir. 

Mr. Morris. What is the answer ? 

Mr. Ivealalio. I decline — I rely on the fifth amendment of the Con- 
stitution, sir. 

Mr. Morris. And you claim the privilege? 

Mr. Ivealalio. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. That you would rather not be a witness against your- 
self? 

Mr. Ivealalio. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Because it would possibly incriminate you? 

Mr. Ivealalio. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Now, do you recall the walkout that took place in 1953 ? 

By the way, Senators, that was during the Korean war. 

Do you remember a walkout on the part of the ILWU which lasted 
4 days here in Honolulu ? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Ivealalio. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. What was your role in that particular walkout? 

Mr. Ivealalio. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Are you presently a Communist ? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Ivealalio. I didn’t get that. 

Mr. Morris. Are you presently a Communist? 

Mr. Ivealalio. Same answer, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, the committee has learned of a meeting 
that took place at 5204 Ani Street in Honolulu. A-n-i, that is. In 
Honolulu, here last Saturday. I would like to ask the witness if he 
was present at the home of Henry Epstein, 5204 Ani Street, last 
Saturday. 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Ivealalio. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. You will not tell us whether or not you were present at 
the home of Henry Epstein, 5204 Ani Street, last Saturday evening? 

Mr. Ivealalio. Same answer, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Charles Fujimoto, who has been — who we know has 
been chairman of the Communist Party of the islands, was present at 
that meeting; was he not? 

Mr. Ivealalio. Same answer, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Was not his wife, Mrs. Charles Fujimoto, also present 
at that meeting last Saturday night? 

Mr. Ivealalio. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Was Henry B. Epstein present at that meeting last 
Saturday night? 

Mr. Ivealalio. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Have you been the master of ceremonies at the testi- 
monial dinner for the attorneys defending the Hawaiian “seven” held 
in June 1953? 
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Mr. Ivealalio. Same answer, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Now, did yon return from San Francisco on March 4, 
1954, from a business trip, as head of the Hawaiian branch of the 
ILWU stewards department, in company with Harry Bridges and 
Louis Goldblatt? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Ivealalio. Same answer, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Did you accompany Richard Gladstein and talk with 
a juror after the verdict in the Smith Act trial ? 

Mr. Ivealalio. Same answer, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Have Communist Party meetings been held in your 
home? 

Sir. Ivealalio. Same answer. 

Sir. SIorris. Senators, in view of the witness’ response, I think it 
would be unavailing for me to ask about this additional evidence we 
have here in our files, and I therefore have no further questions of this 
particular witness. 

Senator Watkins. For the purpose of the record, I think the matter 
of the attorneys should be cleared up. I don’t recall that the record 
was made clear that the same gentlemen who appeared as counsel for 
the preceding witness also appeared for the present witness. 

ilr. Andersen. The record may so show. 

Senator Watkins. You may step aside. 

ill*. Morris. The next witness is Ernest Arena. 

Senator Watkins. Raise your right hand, Mr. Arena, and be sworn. 
Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you will give in the matter 
now pending before this committee will be the truth, the whole truth, 
and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Arena. I do. Mr. Chairman, I would like to make the same 
request on the TV camera, please. 

Senator Watkins. The order will stand. The witness is not to be 
televised during the hearing. You may proceed. 

TESTIMONY 0E ERNEST ARENA 

Mr. Morris. Will you give your name and address to the reporter? 

ill*. Arena. Ernest Arena — A-r-e-n-a — 3911 Iveanu Street. 

ill*. Morris. What is your business or profession? 

Mr. Arena. I will require advice of my counsel. 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Arena. I rely on the fifth amendment. 

ill*. Morris. In other words, you refuse to answer the question, 
claiming your privilege under the fifth amendment to the Constitu- 
tion, which says that you shall not be required to testify against your- 
self or to give testimony that might possible incriminate you? 

ill*. Arena. That’s correct. 

ill*. Morris. And in view of the response, ill*. Chairman, may we 
again call on Mr. Benjamin ilandel? 

Senator Watkins. You may do so. 

ill*. Morris. Mr. ilandel, is the listing for Mr. Ernest Arena in the 
reference book you have previously referred to? 

Mr. Manuel. Again referring to the Directory of Labor Organiza- 
tions of the Territory of Hawaii, on page 24, under the International 
Longshoremen’s and Warehousemen’s Union, Oahu Division, is listed 
Ernest Arena as business agent. 
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Mr. Morris. As business agent of the Oahu division of the local. Is 
that right, Mr. Mandel ? 

Mr. Mandel. It is just listed under the Oahu division. 

Mr. Morris. As the business agent? 

Mr. Mandel. Yes. ILWU, local 142. 

Mr. Morris. All right. Mr. Arena, is that listing accurate? 

Mr. Arena. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. That is, refusal to answer under claim of privilege? 

Mr. Arena. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. Can you recall a walkout engaged in by the ILWU in 
1953, at the time of the Jack Hall trial, Mr. Arena? 

Mr. Arena. The same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Which is that you refuse to answer? 

Mr. Arena. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. What was your role in that particular walkout? 

Mr. Arena. I would like to correct that. I refuse to answer on 
the ground that it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Morris. On the grounds of what? 

Sir. Arena. Using the 5th amendment. 

air. Morris. Have you been a member of the Kaimuki group of the 
Communist Party ? 
air. Arena. Same answer. 

air aioRRis. In 1950 were you the president of local 150 of the 
ILWU? 

air. Arena. Same answer. 

air. aioRRis. When did you last see Charles Fujimoto? 

air. Arena. Same answer. 

air. aioRRis. Do you know Charles Fujimoto? 

air. Arena. Same answer. 

air. aioRRis. Have you attended Communist Party meetings at the 
home of J ack Hall ? 
air. Arena. Same answer. 

air. aioRRis. Do you know a Communist Party organizer named 
Archie Brown ? 

air. Arena. Same answer. 

air. aioRRis. Did you know that Archie Brown was trade union 
director of the Communist Party, district 13, which is California? 
air. Arena. Same answer. 

air. aioRRis. Did you attend Communist Party meetings at the home 
of Jeanetta Nakama ? 

air. Arena. Same answer. 

air. aioRRis. Did you deln^er Communist Party literature for the 
Kakuku sugar group ? 
air. Arena. The what ? 

air. aioRRis. Iv-a-k-u-k-u. Kakuku sugar group. 

Mr. Arena. Same answer. 

air. aioRRis. air. Chairman, I have other information and evidence 
here. I would like to ask the witness, however, if he is presently a 
Communist ? 

air. Arena. Same answer. 

air. aioRRis. Are you a member of the Communist Party ? 
air. Arena. Same answer. 
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Mr. Morris. Are you now a member of or an adherent to the inter- 
national Communist movement, either as a former member of the 
Communist Party or otherwise ? 

Mr. Arena. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Are you now under discipline of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Arena. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. I have no more questions, Senator. 

Senator Watkins. Any questions from members of the committee ? 

Senator Johnston. No questions. 

Senator Watkins. You may step aside. Call your next witness. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Miyagi. Mr. Newton Miyagi. 

Mr. Miyagi. Coming. 

Senator Watkins. Raise your right hand and be sworn. 

Do you solemnly swear the testimony you give in the matter now 
pending before this committee will be the truth, the whole truth, and 
nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Miyagi. I do. 

TESTIMONY OF NEWTON KUNIO MIYAGI 

Mr. Morris. Give your name and address to the official reporter. 

Mr. Miyagi. I would like to request no TV while I am on. 

Senator Watkins. Same order with respect to television will be in 
effect as in the preceding testimony. 

Mr. Morris. Give your name and address to the official reporter. 

Mr. Miyagi. My name is Newton Kunio Miyagi and I reside at 
OL-450 Kamakahi Street, Waipahu, Oahu. 

Mr. Morris. What is your business or profession ? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Miyagi. I decline to answer that based on the fifth amendment 
of the United States Constitution. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, in view of the witness’ response, may 
Mr. Mandel be recalled? 

Senator Watkins. He may. 

Mr. Mandel*. Reading again from the Directory of Labor Organi- 
zations in the Territory of Hawaii, on page 23 we find under ILWU, 
Local 142, Newton Miyagi, secretary-treasurer. 

Mr. Morris. Are you the secretary-treasurer of local 142, 
Mr. Miyagi? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Miyagi. I refuse to answer on the same ground. 

Senator Welker. I didn’t hear the answer. 

Senator Watkins. At this moment the Chair instructs the witnesses 
as I have directed them to stand aside to understand that they are not 
released from the subpena. 1 merely direct that they are excused 
from testifying at the moment. There has been no order issued that 
they are discharged from the subpena. I hope that the witnesses will 
be available in case we want them further. 

Mr. Morris. Are you now a Communist, Mr. Miyagi ? 

Mr. Miyagi. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Are you now a member of or an adherent to the inter- 
national Communist movement, either as a former member of the 
Communist Party or otherwise? 

Mr. Miyagi. Same answer. 
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Mr. Morris. Are you now under discipline of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Miyagi. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Have you attended Communist meetings at the home 
of Jack Hall? 

Mr. Miyagi. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Are you now the treasurer of the TIAYU Memorial 
Association ? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Miyagi. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Did you write a letter that appeared in the daily 
Peoples World of August 9, 1944. bearing the headline “From Hawaii, 
A Token Gift to the People’s World Drive” ? 

This article reads : 

San Francisco, August S. — A significant note of greetings and encouragement 
for the success of the 1054 Daily People’s World fund drive was received this 
weekend from the International Longshoremen’s and Warehousemen’s Union, 
Local 142, in Hawaii. Written on the official local 142 stationery, the letter to 
the executive editor, A1 Rickman, said : 

“Dear Brother Richman : Enclosed is a check in the amount of $25, which 
comprises our token contribution to your 1954 fund raising drive. We again 
are in support of your fighting paper as in tlie past, and we hope that you will 
be able to get over in your fund raising drive.” 

It was signed “Fraternally yours, Newton Miyagi, secretary- 
. treasurer.” 

Now, did you write that letter? 

Air. Miyagi. I refuse to answer on the same ground. 

Mr. Morris. Were you a Communist when you wrote that letter? 

Mr. Miyagi. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Did you know that the People’s Daily World had been 
, charged as a Communist newspaper? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Miyagi. Before answering that question, could I say that when 
I say “The same answer,” that is on the fifth amendment, so there 
won’t be any misunderstanding ? Is that understood ? 

Mr. Morris. You may say that, Mr. Miyagi. 

Senator Watkins. I understand you claim the substantial right of 
refusing to testify because you might incriminate yourself, and you do 
that under the fifth amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States. 

Mr. Miyagi. That is correct. 

Senator Watkins. And that has been what you meant by each of 
these answers when you said “The same answer”? 

Mr. Miyagi. That is correct. 

Senator Watkins. The record will so show, 

Mr. Morris. Do you know that the People’s Daily World is today 
a Communist paper, Mr. Miyagi ? 

Mr. Miyagi. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Mandel, do we have an official listing of the Peo- 
ple’s Daily World as a Communist publication? 

Mr. Mandel. The California Committee on Un-American Activi- 
ties in its report of 1948 states : 

The Daily People’s World, the west coast mouthpiece of the Communist Party, 
published by the Pacific Publishing Foundation, Inc., in San Francisco. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Miyagi, in July 1953, were you a member of a 
group called the Committee for Justice? 
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Mr. Miyagi. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Did you as a member of the Committee for Justice dis- 
tribute a Soviet film distributed by Artkino, entitled “Peace Will 
Win”? 

Mr. Miyagi. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Did you cause to be distributed the Second World 
Peace Conference at Warsaw, a film, and some educational material 
about the second world peace conference at Warsaw during that same 
approximate period, July 1953? 

Mr. Miyagi. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Did you make an effort to have publications of Artkino 
and other publications of the Committee for Justice put into the 
schools of Honolulu? 

Mr. Miyagi. The same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Did you try to make these available to the plantations? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Miyagi. Same answer. 

Mr. M orris. Presumably, Senator Watkins, to be available for 
workers at the plantations. 

Is that a fact, Mr. Miyagi? 

Mr. Miyagi. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Did you give a testimonial speech for Jack Hall on 
March 23, 1952? 

Mr. Miyagi. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Have you attended Communist Party meetings at the 
home of Jack Kimoto in anticipation of a sugar strike? 

Mr. Miyagi. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Did you attend an executive board meeting at Ewa 
Beach, a Communist executive board meeting, at Ewa Beach, at any 
time \ 

Mr. Miyagi. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, we have received a report on Union 
Insurance Service, Ltd. This Union Insurance Service, Ltd., accord- 
ing to our information, is a Hawaiian corporation wholly owned by 
the ILWD and the United Public Workers; that it was chartered on 
September 20. 1955, to act as an insurance agent and adjuster for all 
types of insurance and endorsed by the ILWU convention in Hilo 
during the same month; capitalized at $5,000, the corporation acts as 
a subagent, with headquarters in the ILWU Building; its general 
agent is Hawaii Insurance Consultants, Ltd. ; its secretary-treasurer 
Paul G. Pinsky. 

Do you know a man named Paul G. Pinsky? 

Mr. Miyagi. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. That is, you refuse to say whether you know Paul 
Pinsky ? Now, are you the secretary-treasurer of the Union Insurance 
Service, Ltd? 

Mr. Miyagi. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Can you tell us anything about the operation of the 
Union Insurance Service, Ltd? 

Mr. Miyagi. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know Charles Fujimoto? 

Mr. Miyagi. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. When did you last see Charles Fujimoto? 

All*. Miyagi. Same answer. 
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Mr. Morris. Did you attend a meeting at the home of Mr. Epstein 
last Saturday night? 

(The witness consults his counsel.) 

Mr. Miyagi. I refuse to answer on the same ground. 

Senator Watkins. Is Mr. Epstein a longshoreman? 

Mr. Miyagi. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Now, would you tell us what insurance company has 
exclusive control over all types of your union indemnity requirements? 

Mr. Miyagi. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Would you give us the names and the operators of the 
Union Insurance Service? 

Mr. Miyagi. Same answer, 

Mr. Morris. Does any of the money that goes to that service go back 
to individual officers in that particular service? 

Mr. Miyagi. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Does the union require that its members deal with the 
Hawaiian Insurance Consultants? 

Mr. Miyagi. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. What other insurance concern is permitted to do busi- 
ness with your union and its members ? 

Mr. Miyagi. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Are you paid a salary as secretary-treasurer of the 
Union Insurance Service, Ltd. ? 

Mr. Miyagi. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, in view of the witness' responses, I 
have no more questions of this particular witness. 

Senator Watkins. Senator Johnston. 

Senator Johnston. Are you an American? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Miyagi. Definitely, yes. I am an American citizen. 

Senator Johnston. Are you a Communist? 

Mr. Miyagi. I refuse to answer on the same ground. 

Senator Johnston. Why can you answer one question and not 
answer the other? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Miyagi. The fifth amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States gives me that privilege for prevention of self -incrimination. 

Senator Johnston. Then you believe that you would incriminate 
yourself if you said that you were not a Communist; isn’t that true? 

Mr. Miyagi. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Senator Johnston. That’s the reason you have to give when you 
cloak yourself with the fifth amendment. You believe that it would 
incriminate you. Is that time ? You believe it would incriminate you 
if you answered that question, isn’t that true? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Miyagi. As I stated previously, the fifth amendment to the 
Constitution protects me to say anything against my own self. 

Senator Johnston. Do you know that it protects you only when 
a responsive answer might incriminate you. You know that, don’t 
you ? 

Mr. Miyagi (after consulting with his counsel). Through the ad- 
vice of my counsel, that is the understanding of the United States 
Supreme Court. 
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Senator Joiinston. Pass the witness. 

Senator Watkins. May the record show that the counsel who have 
appeared for the previous witnesses also appear for this witness? 

Mr. Andersen. It may so show. 

Senator Watkins. Both of them. 

Mr. Andersen. For all four who have testified. 

Senator Welker. Mr. Witness, prior to occupying the witness chair 
this afternoon did you discuss your testimony with any person or 
persons ? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Miyaoi. I refuse to answer on the same ground. 

Senator Welker. Are you a married man? 

( The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Miyagi. I am legally married and I have three children in my 
family; a pair of twins. 

Senator Welker. Your answer is “Yes,” that you are a married 
man ? 

Air. Miyagi. Yes. 

Senator Welker. I assume that’s right. 

Mr. Miyagi. That’s correct. 

Senator Welker. Why did you hesitate so long to answer that 
question ? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Miyagi. Well, the reason is there is so many questions tossed 
at me that it might have left a blank word when such a pointblank 
question is posed at this time. 

Senator Welker. That’s a pointblank question, to ask you whether 
you are married? Now, it is your testimony you are invoking the 
privilege of the fifth amendment as to whether or not you discussed 
your testimony with any person or persons prior to occupying that 
witness stand where you are now seated ? 

Mr. Miyagi. That is correct. 

Senator Welker. Definitely. That’s all. 

Senator Watkins. You really believe that it would incriminate you 
to tell this committee that you did discuss what you might testify to 
with others. Remember, I think you would have the right to discuss 
your proposed testimony with others, with your counsel. 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Miyagi. 1 didn’t understand the question. Could you repeat 
the question again, please? 

Senator Watkins. I asked you if you claim that it might incrimi- 
nate you to discuss what you might testify to with others. That was 
the purport of the Senator’s questions to you. 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Miyagi. Well, I believe so because otherwise I wouldn’t claim 
self-incrimination of the protection of the fifth amendment. 

Senator Watkins. Your attorneys didn’t advise you that it would 
incriminate you to talk over this testimony with anyone else, did they? 
Did they? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

All*. Miyagi. Under the law I am sure that whatever discussion I 
had with my attorneys is confidential. 
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Senator Watkins. It may be confidential but it wouldn’t be in- 
criminating, because you have a right to talk to your counsel. Well, 
let the matter pass. 

Mr. Morris. Just a minute. The reporter has reached the end of 
his recording. He would like 2 minutes, Senator. 

Senator Watkins. We will pause with the examination ; we will not 
recess. We will pause with the examination to permit the reporter 
to take care of the necessity there. He has to fill his pen. 

(A 2-minute pause was taken.) 

Senator Watkins. Any further questions? 

Senator Welker. Yes, Mr. Witness, I want you to tell the com- 
mittee, under oath, frankly and honestly, whether you believe telling 
the truth to this committee would tend to incriminate you or cause 
you to bear witness against yourself. 

Mr. Miyagi. Of course I do ; otherwise I wouldn’t ask for the privi- 
lege. 

Senator Welker. What? 

Mr. Miyagi. Of course; definitely so. 

Senator Welker. I didn’t hear the answer. 

Mr. Morris. “Of course and definitely so.” 

Senator Watkins. Anything further? The witness may step aside. 

Mr. Morris. Senator, there is one more order of business — however, 
not with this witness, Senator — that I think should be in the record at 
this time, although I will submit it, Senator, for judgment on your 
part and the other members of the committee who are present. 

On the morning of Wednesday, November 28, 1 received a call from 
Counsel Symonds, who asked that he have a session with me. I made 
an appointment at 11 a. m., Senator, to meet Mr. Symonds, Mr. Ander- 
sen, and Mr. Symond’s partner, Mrs. Bouslog. The meeting took 
place in room 16 in this particular building. 

Now, after the counsel left I made notes on our meeting at that time. 
Senator, I would like to relate to you that particular discussion, and 
I think it is important in view of a certain advertisement that appeared 
in the Honolulu Advertiser this morning. 

Mr. Symonds 

Senator Watkins. You may proceed. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Symonds, Mrs. Bouslog, and Mr. Andersen stated 
that they had read that the Internal Security Subcommittee was in- 
terested in the present situation in Honolulu with respect to commu- 
nism, and they said that they felt they could control their clients to 
the extent that they would answer certain questions. They asked if 
we would be willing to limit ourselves, we, the Senate, the Senators 
on the committee and counsel, would limit ourselves to two particular 
questions. One question is: “Are you now a Communist,” and the 
other : “Have you been a member of the Communist Party within a 
certain period of time?” And they said “Let us take the period of 3 
years.” And they said if that could be worked out with the ILWU 
client, they felt they could work out the same arrangement with others 
that they would represent later on. 

Now, at that time I said it naturally would be inadequate because 
in order to really determine whether or not a man is genuinely a Com- 
munist or not, we would have to look into the circumstances surround- 
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ing his detachment from the Communist Party ; we would have to find 
out whether or not he is being put in some kind of reserve in the Party ; 
we would have to know whether he is being put into some kind of a 
status called for by some reorganization of the Communist Party; 
and that it would seem to be very inadequate. 

I then asked, ‘‘Suppose the Senators want to ask a third question?” 

Counsel said, “No, the offer was only for two questions.” 

And 1 said, “Suppose we ask the question what these witnesses 
have been doing during the last 3 years.” 

And they said, “For instance.” 

And I said, “Suppose we ask them have they been attending meet- 
ings with persons they knew to be Communists.” 

And again they repeated the fact that the offer carried only for 
two witnesses. 

Senator Watkins. Two questions. 

Mr. Morris. Two questions. 

Senator Watkins. You said “two witnesses.” 

Mr. Morris. Two questions. I am sorry. 

I said, “As you know, there have been reorganizations of the Com- 
munist Party.” 

One of the counsel just incidentally picked up the phrase, “as you 
know,” and I said “Well, I am now speaking, asking as you know 
from your general observation, nothing personal is intended.” 

I recalled the fact that we had just completed an investigation of 
Tass News Agency, and I pointed out that in the Tass News Agency 
investigation we found that as individual witnesses who had been 
members of the Communist Party took up employment with Tass, 
they formally severed their Communist Party membership, even 
though at the same time they continued to attend Communist meetings 
and kept up their old Communist association, and as soon as they 
finished their employment with Tass they again resumed their mem- 
bership in the Communist Party. I said the committee had learned 
that and yet you can see the committee never could have learned that 
relationship if they had limited themselves to two questions. 

Again I went into the situation. I said, “Now this is a suppositious 
case,” and I stressed the word “suppositious.” I said, “Suppose the 
XLWU is Communist -cont rolled. All of the ILWU people would be 
subject to the discipline that would enure to that particular relation- 
ship. If then the ILWU could, for tactical purposes, then say that 
its members would no longer be required to be members of the Com- 
munist Party but they felt that they could be controlled because of 
the discipline within the union, I said, “If that were the situation,” 
and I stressed the suppositious, we never could get the real relationship 
that existed at the present time.” 

At the conclusion of that, Senator, I expressed the opinion, I said, 
“It is not for me to make the decision, but obviously this is a very 
inadequate offer and could not get at the facts.” And I immediately 
reported to Senator Eastland. 

At the same time, counsel said they would like to have an answer 
by two because they were going to meet with the committee at that 
time. 

I said I would not see the chairman until 6 o’clock. I saw the 
chairman at 6 o’clock and I related what happened to him at the time. 
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He expressed the same reaction to the offer that I did, that obviously 
the offer was inadequate ; he said that it was so inadequate that there 
was something else behind the offer, that it couldn't conceivably be 
an offer because no Senate committee could circumscribe itself. 

We expressed the — Senator Eastland or myself, or both of us, 
expressed the estimate of the situation that counsel were up to some- 
thing to use against the committee and it was not a genuine offer, so 
inadequate was it on its face. Senator Eastland, however, said that 
we would do nothing about it, inasmuch as it was an offer between 
counsel, and that's where we left it until we read in the paper this 
morning, in the Honolulu Advertiser, a rather large — almost a full- 
page ad. 

Now, I would like to offer the ad for the record, Senator Watkins, 
because it reads 

Senator Watkins. You may read it in the record. 

Mr. Morris (reading) : 

Here is the proof — 

is the title to this ad — 

that the Eastland committee is defintely interested in things other than alleged 
Communist activity in the Hawaiian Islands. 

2. That the Eastland committee, despite the protestations of Senator Eastland 
to the contrary, intends to use the local hearings for the purpose of defeating 
statehood and attempting to undermine the ILAVU. 

Why is this true? — 

is the next caption. 

Last Wednesday morning the ILWU, through its attorneys, went to the 
attorney for the Eastland committee and made this offer: “Every official or 
employee of the ILWU currently under subpena will reply with yes or no 
answers to the following questions. (1) Are you a member of the Communist 
Party? (2) Have you been a member of the Communist Party at any time 
during the last several years?” 

The union attorneys notified that committee counsel, that if the committee 
would agree not to go on a fishing expedition into the private affairs of the 
ILWU, they would assure Senator Eastland that every union officer and every 
union employee under subpena would answer the above questions. 

This offer was rejected. Why? If the Eastland committee is down here to 
get the facts relating to Communist activity in the ILWU, then why did the 
committee refuse to take advantage of this union's offer? We can come to 
only one inescapable conclusion — 

reads the ad — 

we are convinced that Senator Eastland's hearing is being held for the purpose 
of defeating the statehood bill before it is introduced by Delegate-elect John H. 
Burns and for the purpose of damning the ILWU. 

P. S. — This good-faith offer is open until the first ILWU witness is sworn 
in by the committee. 

And that is put in in the name of the International Longshoremen^ 
& Warehousemen's Union, Local 112. 

Senator Watkins. The present Chair would like to say that I think 
the chairman of the committee and counsel properly rejected any such 
offer. 

The power of this committee is given by the Constitution of the 
United States — the power to investigate and to conduct the affairs of 
the country by the Senate of the United States, and no member of the 
Senate, no staff member or anyone else, has a right to enter into an 
agreement that would limit the powers or take away the powers of 
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this committee. And I think that probably is as well understood by 
the attorneys who made the offer as to the members, to the chairman 
or to the counsel for this committee, Mr. Morris. 

There are many practical things that would have to be completely 
eliminated from the investigation if questions are limited to the two 
named. It is highly important to find out what has been going on, 
what has been happening. And, of course, that matter couldn’t be 
gone into under any such an agreement. No matter what they had 
been doing, you could only ask the two questions and that would be 
the end of it. 

It is contrary to public policy for the committee to be asked to give 
up its powers and to limit its right and its duty to investigate. Re- 
member, we have a duty in these premises, as well as a right. Our 
duty is to investigate and get the facts. 

If these witnesses refuse on the ground of the protection of the fifth 
amendment, that is their right under the Constitution, but that doesn’t 
mean that we can’t go on and investigate further ourselves into these 
matters. And it doesn’t mean that these people can’t be called as 
witnesses in this proceeding. We may find some that would be willing 
to cooperate with the committee and answer the questions. 

I have that comment to make. I think it is sound law that under 
the Constitution this committee had no right whatever, would have 
no right whatever to accept a proposition of that kind. 

I call on the other members of the committee, if they would like to 
make comments on this procedure. 

Senator Johnston. I agree with what the acting chairman has said, 
that no one of this committee has a right to change the law in regard 
to our field of investigation. Another thing, if we should accept an 
offer such as this, I predict that in the future it would kill the useful- 
ness of this committee, because every other person coming in would 
make the same offer, and we would not be able then to find out about 
many other people that are involved beyond, maybe, the one that is 
testifying at that particular time. 

So it is very important that we have broad fields in which we may 
ask questions to try to find out what is going on in this Nation of ours 
in order to protect it against communism throughout, not only your 
sweet little islands, but all of the 48 States that we now have in this 
Union of ours. 

Senator Welker. Mr. Chairman, I would like to make an observa- 
tion. 

Senator Watkins. Senator Welker. 

Senator Welker. Any such attempt on the part of counsel, that I 
met for the first time this morning in executive hearing, amounts 
mighty close to being a conspiracy on their part to embarrass this com- 
mittee and to save time upon their part. 1 think this : That you, be- 
ing the able attorneys that you must be, certainly know that the right 
of cross-examination would be barred to every man on this commit- 
tee, and for us to limit the interrogation of the witness to 1 or 2 years 
is simply absolute folly and foolishness. Anyone who has made a 
study of communism knows that they can change the rules in the mid- 
dle of the game, that they have done it, and that they have gone 
underground. To propound a question to a witness and ask him 
“Are you now or have you ever been a member of the Communist 
Party?” and he replies “No,” when all during that time he knows that 
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lie is a secret underground member of the Communist Party, that 
would destroy, as Senator Johnston and the chairman have stated, 
the effectiveness of this committee. 

I think it is outlandish and ridiculous, and I am embarrassed that 
this ad was put in the newspaper. 

Senator Watkins. Any other comments? Did you have anything 
further to offer ? 

Mr. Morris. No, Senator. I have nothing more. Tomorrow morn- 
ing, the first witness will be former Governor Stainback, who is now 
a justice on the Territorial Supreme Court, and then we have two 
other witnesses who have been subpenaed. 

And, Senator, before the public hearing begins at 9 : 30, we have 
arranged with counsel that they will have these two witnesses avail- 
able for a short executive session. Now, I estimate, if we met in 
executive session at 9 : 15, that we would be able to be ready to com- 
mence the open hearing at 9 : 30. 

Now, if the chairman, the acting chairman or the chairman would 
ask one of the senators to be present 15 minutes in advance, we will 
be able to take care of the matter at that time. 

Senator Watkins. The open hearing of this committee will be re- 
cessed until tomorrow morning at 9 : 30 a. m. 

The committee is in recess. 

(Whereupon, at 4:50 p. m., the subcommittee recessed.) 
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SATURDAY, DECEMBER 1, 1956 
United States Senate, 

Subcommittee To Investigate the Administration 
oe the Internal Security Act and Other Internal 

Security Laws, of the Committee on the Judiciary, 

Honolulu , T . H . 

The subcommittee met, pursuant to adjournment, at 9:30 a. m., in 
the Senate Chamber, Iolani Palace, Senator Olin D. Johnson presid- 
ing- 

Present: Senator Eastland, chairman; Senators Watkins, John- 
ston, Welker, and Butler. 

Also present : Robert Morris, chief counsel. 

Senator Johnston. The committee will come to order. 

I believe our first witness for today is Judge Ingram Stainback. 
Will you please come around? Will you raise your right hand to be 
sworn ? 

Do you solemnly swear that the evidence you give before this sub- 
committee will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the 
truth ? 

Judge Stainback. I do. 

TESTIMONY OE INGRAM M. STAINBACK 

Senator Johnston. Judge Stainback, just a little preliminary. 
Where were you born? 

Judge Stainback. Tennessee. 

Senator Johnston. What part of Tennessee? 

Judge Stainback. Not far from Memphis; Somerville, Fayette 
County. 

Senator Johnston. What comity? 

Judge Stainback. Fayette County. 

Senator Johnston. That’s the same county my father was born in, 
so I just wanted 

Judge Stainback. Our fathers were distant cousins, then. 

Senator Johnston. Witness is with you. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, Senator Johnston. We had a near 
tragedy on the staff this morning. Benjamin Mandel, our research 
director, went out for a swim in the ocean, and apparently the surf 
was quite rough, and being a man of 65 years of age, he did go out too 
far and he couldn’t get back in. We don’t know all the details, but 
he was brought to the Emergency Hospital and after examination it 
was ascertained that he will be all right, they will be able to pull him 
out of it. 
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Now, I think it is going to handicap us considerably this morning, 
Senator, because we do not have the key to all our files. Ben has the 
key and we don’t know where the key is now. So we are this morning, 
Senator, operating without our files and all the records and everything 
that we had planned to use this morning. Even the contemporaneous 
notes I had made in my session with Judge Stainback here this morn- 
ing are unavailable. 

Senator Johnston. I know all the members of this subcommittee 
and also the staff regret to hear of this accident. We certainly hope 
that Mr. Manclel will be all right soon. 

Senator Welker. Mr. Chairman, may I make an observation? 

I think we should say thanks to that great rescue group that saved 
Ben Mandel, because the information I have is that it was most heroic, 
courageous, and out of this world, and we should say thanks to those 
people who saved his life. 

Senator Butler. Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Johnston. Senator Butler. 

Senator Butler. I was awakened this morning about 10 minutes 
until 7 by the frantic calls for help from the beach, and I got up and 
looked around and saw nothing and went back to bed again. Ap- 
parently that was Ben, asking aid. I certainly hope he recovers 
rapidly. 

Senator Johnston. The witness is with you, Mr. Morris. 

Mr. Morris. Judge Stainback, how long have you resided in 
Hawaii ? 

Judge Stainback. 44 years. I came here in 1012 to stay 1 year and 
am still here. 

Mr. Morris. What positions have you held here, Governor? 

Judge Stainback. In 1014 I became attorney general of the Ter- 
ritory. 

Mr. Morris. You say in 1014 ? 

Judge Stainbank. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. Became attorney general. 

Judge Stainback. And then I entered the Army in the First World 
War, and after I came out of the Army in 1010 I went into private 
practice until 1034. I became United States attorney, was appointed 
and reappointed, but before my second term was out I was made a 
Federal judge in 1940. I served as United States district judge from 
1040 to 1042. In July of 1942 I was appointed Governor of the Ter- 
ritory of Hawaii and served until 1951, April 30 or May 1, I believe, 
and then I was appointed to the United States — I mean to the Supreme 
Court of the Territory of Hawaii as justice, and I am still serving 
on that court at present. 

Mr. Morris. Judge, you were the Governor of the Territory from 
what period of time? 

Judge Stainback. 1942 to 1951. I became Governor about G months 
after the outbreak of World War II. I was called to Washington. 

Mr. Morris. Now, Judge Stainback, when did you first become 
aware of the fact that there were Communists on these islands? 

Judge Stainback. That was in about March 1947. Strange as it 
may seem, I had never heard of Communists here. I had discovered 
one of the leading spies of Japan but I had never heard of a Commu- 
nist in the Territory. I don't know that anybody had heard anything 
particularly about it. 
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Mr. Morris. This was in March 1947 1 

Judge Stainback. March 1947. General Hull, who was then com- 
manding officer of the Hawaiian Department, called me up and 
wanted to call and see me, he wanted a full morning. So he came 
in with his intelligence officer and he said he wanted to warn me 
against the plan of the Communist cell in San Francisco to have placed 
on the board of regents of the University of Hawaii a local Commu- 
nist, and he mentioned his name. 

I told the general that he need not worry about that particular 
fellow; I had turned him down. Not that I knew he was a Com- 
munist, or anything about the Communists. I had men that I thought 
were better qualified for the various positions on the board of regents 
of the University of Hawaii. They are among the numerous ap- 
pointees of the Governor. 

If you will notice here, Hawaii is a very centralized government, 
relic of the old monarchy, and the Governor appoints nearly every- 
body, to every commission and board throughout the Territory. 

Mr. Morris. Now, Judge Stainback, General Hull, who was the 
commanding officer in the Pacific Command 

Judge Stainback. Pacific Command, yes. 

Mr. Morris. He came to you 

Judge Stainback. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. To warn you that 

Judge Stainback. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. A man who was a possible appointee to the board of 
regents was a Communist? 

Judge Stainback. Yes. And then he took up the question of the 
Communist infiltration into the Territory. General Hull was a little 
reluctant to talk about the information he had because he said he 
could only use it for the protection of the Territory. But after some 
discussion he agreed that I was charged with protecting this Territory. 
In fact, the organic act specifically puts the Governor in charge to call 
out the National Guard or the Army and Navy, or declare martial 
law. He has sweeping powers over protecting the Territory. 

So he then went very fully into information regarding the Com- 
munist activities in this Territory, which had been going on for some 
10 years. 

Mr. Morris. That is, for some 10 years prior to 1947 ? 

Judge Stainback. Yes, sir. And the information he gave me was 
rather astonishing and shocking, to say the least. 

At first there were 4 schoolteachers, 1 of them probably the most 
active, at least in letter writing, in the Territory and in propaganda 
proceedings. And he thought that something should be done as the 
Communist infiltration here in the Territory, particularly as they were 
getting into key positions or trying to, was a menace to national de- 
fense. 

So he gave me a list of a hundred or more, somewhat more than a 
hundred, well-known Communists, card-holding Communists. They 
knew they held cards. 

Mr. Morris. Now let me see, Judge. He gave you a list 

Judge Stainback. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. Of more than a hundred names and these people, ac- 
cording to his information, were card-carrying Communists? 
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Judge Stainback. Yes. And then about — well, I’ve forgotten how 
many more, possibly 50 more that they were satisfied were Com- 
munists, but they had never been able to discover their cards or their 
card numbers, or however they discover them. 

Mr. Morris. Now may I break in at this point, Judge? You did 
give the committee that list, did you not? 

Judge Stainback. I gave you a list of the known Communists; I 
don’t believe I gave you the one of the suspects. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, we have in our files the list referred to 
by Judge Stainback. I suggest we, however, not put that list in the 
record, in our public record, certainly at this time. As you know, 
consistent with our policy, we try to keep names out of our record — 
names mentioned in a derogatory, security information, sense — out of 
our record until the people themselves have an opportunity to come 
in and comment on it. 

And so I say. Senator, may we keep the list that the judge gave me 
the other day for our executive file but not put the information in 
the general file? May it go into the record with that limitation, 
Senator ? 

Senator Johnston. The list may be kept as is the customary pro- 
cedure of this committee, for our information. 

Judge Stainback. I also have a list of what they call fellow trav- 
elers. That was not so numerous. But those who were sympathetic 
to Communist procedure and propaganda — and he gave me some 
other documents. One of them included the plan of Communist 
infiltration into Hawaii. It was 7 paragraphs, long paragraphs, 
and I expect to use 1 paragraph of it to show you what they — the most 
active part of their procedure. 

Senator Joiinston. This was given to you in 1947? 

Judge Stainback. 1947. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. And was all security information, is that right? 

Judge Stainback. For my security information. In fact, General 
Hull was a little bit reluctant — that was very hush-hush information, 
and I should keep it so. And I believe he said if I ever told anybody 
he gave it to me, he would say T was a liar, or something to that effect. 

Mr. Morris. In other words, what Genera] Hull was trying to do, 
Judge, was that he, recognizing the danger that existed, wanted to 
alert you, a Territorial official 

Judge Stainback. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. And yet he couldn’t make a formal communication 
to you because of the restrictions placed on the information? 

Judge Stainback. He was more — he was much perturbed and we 
discussed what I should do to help the situation. Well, I said I could 
do something about those schoolteachers in pretty short order, which 
I did. 

Senator Johnston. Judge, he thought, though, that you could keep 
it confidential and you could handle the matter much better than 
publishing it to the world at that time? 

Judge Stainback. Yes, sir. 

Senator Welker. May I ask a question, Mr. Chairman? 

Senator Joiinston. You may, Senator Welker. 

Senator Welker. Can everyone hear in this hearing room? I 
can’t. What’s the matter with the loudspeaker system? Let’s get 
it on the ball. 
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Judge Stainback. Can you hear this? 

Mr. Morris. It may be, Judge, we can hear you, but the people in 
the room cannot. 

Senator, why don’t we take a 5-minute recess then ? 

Senator Johnston. The committee will take a 5-minute recess to 
check the loudspeaker system, to see what is wrong with it. 

(A short recess was taken.) 

Senator Johnston. You may proceed. 

Mr. Morris. Senator, before we resume, I would like to mention for 
the record that Senator Butler and Senator Watkins have gone out 
to the Emergency Hospital to see Mr. Mandel, accounting for their 
departure from the committee room a few minutes ago, Senator. 

Senator Johnston. You may proceed. 

Judge Stainback. On these two schoolteachers, on which we had 
such voluminous evidence, I wrote to the school board, asking that 
this be investigated, and, if they were found guilty of preaching com- 
munism throughout the schools and throughout the Territory, they 
should be immediately removed. And I appointed a very competent 
lawyer as a member of the board of education to aid in conducting this 
investigation. 

Well, they had a long trial — Mr. and Mrs. Reinecke. They were 
defended by Mr. Gladstein, who has been pretty famous throughout 
the country as defending Communists. They were found guilty and 
removed as teachers. 

I started investigating the two other teachers, which we did not have 
so much on. They immediately resigned and left for the coast. So 
we solved that problem. 

I also kept this list so that no others could be appointed to any 
position throughout the Territory. I found that 1 or 2 had been placed 
on, either as election judges or inspectors, whose names we usually 
took from the party chairmen and the secretary attended to that, 
just sent me a list. Frequentty I didn’t know one in a hundred. I 
had 600 or 800 to appoint each election. But I scanned even those 
lists thereafter. 

One of the shocking things about the information General Hull 
gave me was this seven paragraph statement: “What we must do.” 
So I told the general that I would start a one-man crusade against 
the Communists in the Territory. 

The general invited me out to speak on Army Day. That was in 
April, I think. 

Mr. Morris. April 1947 ? 

Judge Stainback. 1947. That was on the reactivation of one of 
the Hawaiian regiments, the 442d, I believe, or one of the regiments 
that served with distinction in the war. I spoke to them and pointed 
out that we were not free from the dangers of a cold war, an under- 
ground war, and warned them to be on the alert. In fact, I went on a 
speaking campaign from then through the next 2 years. I spoke on 
the Fourth of July, Labor Day, before a labor body, before the cham- 
ber of commerce. Navy Day I spoke, and Admiral Hall, who was 
here then 

Mr. Morris. That’s Admiral Hall ? 

Judge Stainback. Admiral Hall made a very vigorous attack on the 
failure of the citizens of Hawaii to support my campaign against 
the Communists, so vigorous that the admiral afterward told me that 
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some of the politicians or some of the Communists had written to 
Washington, complaining that he was taking part in local politics. 
Well, I don’t think the popgun attacks bothered Admiral Hall much, 
as he had faced the guns in the landing at Normandy. 

Mr. Morris. Is Admiral Hall Rear Adm. John L. Hall, Jr.? 

Judge Stainback. Jimmy Hal], they called him, those who knew 
him well enough. 

Mr. Morris. Rear Adm. John L. Hall, Jr.? 

Judge Stainback. What’s that? 

Mr. Morris. That’s Rear Adm. John L. Hall, Jr. You say you 
knew him familiarly as “Jimmy”? 

Judge Stainback. I always thought — I thought — it must have been 
James. They called him “Jimmy.” He was in charge of the fleet 
operation at the landing in Normandy and was in command out here 
for several years. He recently retired. I saw him in San Francisco a 
few years ago. 

But he was called to explain his talk. And incidentally, at that 
time, I kind of apologized for repeating my attacks on Communists, 
so I cited the old Roman senator, Cato. In every speech between 
the Punic Wars he would always close with “Carthago delenda est.” 
Whatever he was speaking about, he might talk about the — of course, 
I would translate that for the Harvard men present as “Carthage must 
be destroyed.” 

Mr. Morris. Will you spell that for the record? Judge, may 1 just 
spell that? C-a-r-t-h-a-g-o. 

Judge Stainback. Delenda est. It has been some time since I 
worked with any Latin. 

Mr. Morris. “Carthage must be destroyed.” 

Judge Stainback. Yes, sir. In fact, the term, 6 or 8 months later, 
was used by our then President, I think, in some speech. I don’t know 
if he got it from me. President Truman. 

The paragraph that bothered me so much in these, what the — the 
thing was headed “What Must We Do?” John E. Reinecke’s name 
was on it — Honokaa, T. H. 

Mr. Morris. The Mr. Reinecke mentioned here was John Reinecke, 
one of the defendants in the Smith Act trial out here. His case 
is now on appeal ? 

Judge Stainback. No. Oh, no. He was also dismissed, one of the 
teachers dismissed after the trial and hearing. 

Paragraph 6 read as follows : 

Goals acceptable to liberal as well as radical elements in Hawaii should be 
set up and striven for (on the side) as a means of arousing popular support. 
For example, antimilitarism. First attack ROTC in the high schools, then in 
the university. Attack kowtowing to military in the local press and public 
affairs. Weaken the National Guard unit as much as possible and propagandize 
its members to make them sympathetic to unions. Attack militarization of Boy 
Scouts. 

Nothing was overlooked. 

Education: Wide extension of educational opportunities. Removal of aU 
fees and rentals. Aid of poor students — 

and in parentheses (see Rex Davis’ international pamphlet No. 39). 
I didn’t have the privilege of ever seeing that. 

No discrimination racially in placement of teachers. It is highly important 
to win the teachers and university and high-school students. 
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Civil rights: Aim at legislation abolishing repressive legislation (present 
laws against picketing and curbing foreign press) and legalizing strikes and 
picketing. 

lieligion : As an immediate objective — 
no v. this is a quote within tlmt — 

‘•take tlie Christian religion out of the public schools." Show how other religions 
are discriminated against in a subtle manner by use of Christian prayers Easter, 
Thanksgiving, and Christmas exercises, use of schools by Catholic priests, et 
cetera. Go on to attack Mission Board for its use of ministers and workers to 
hoomalimali plantation employees. 

I might translate that “hoomalimali” as "kid ’em along, soften 
'em ii]>.“ That's a Hawaiian word. 

Attack Homan Catholics for interference in public affairs (as an attack upon 
sterilization bill). Attack Blacklists for keep up Japanese slio-ism. Attack ex- 
ploitation of Mormons by LDS Church. 

Senator Welker. What was that last? 

Judge Staixback (reading) : 

Attack exploitation of Mormons by the LDS Church. 

Latter-day Saints Church. 1 don't know exactly what they mean 
by that. 

Attack exploitation of Mormons by the church. 

Evidently they feel the church exploits them in their tithes, I 
assume. They charge them 10 percent. T don't know what else it 
means. 

Attack social legislation ; work for change in instance of taxation and outline 
a complete program of social legislation to be agitated for. 

Press. Arouse public danger of “sugar-coated press.” 

That is only one paragraph of 6 or 7 paragraphs. I didn’t read 
the others, although they still have their goals set forth in great 
detail. 

I think that was filed in the trial of Reinecke, in the teachers' hear- 
ing, if I mistake not. Anyhow, if the committe wishes the whole 
letter, in pamphlet form, I will see if I can secure it. 

Mr. Morris. Now, Judge, was Jack Hall’s name on that list? 

Judge Staixback. On the list of Communists? 

Mr. Morris. Y es. 

Judge Stainback. Oh, yes; he led the pack. Quite important. I 
believe I have part of that list here. See how they are listed here. 

Mr. Morris. Judge, had you encountered Jack Hall up to this time ? 

Judge Stainback. Have I encountered 

Mr. Morris. Have you encountered Jack Hall up to this time? 

Judge Stainback. Yes. I was very much embarrassed. 1 put him 
on the police commission and fired him from the police commission, 
both. 

Mr. Morris. You mean you had appointed him as a police com- 
missioner ? 

J udge Stainback. Appointed him as a police commissioner and then 
I fired him. 

Mr. Morris. Was that prior to 1947? 

Judge Stainback. Not because I knew anything about his Com- 
munist connection, but because of his vicious attack in the strike of 
1946. 1 tired him right after that because of his attack upon then 
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Circuit Judge Rice, who is now chief justice of the supreme court 
of the Territory. 

Mr. Moiuus. That's Judge Philip Rice? 

Judge Stainback. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Moiuus. Will you tell us about that episode, Judge? 

Judge Stat nba ok. I beg your pardon ( 

Mr. Morris. Would you tell us about that? 

Judge Stainback. Well, he got out a pamphlet over his own name, 
in which lie spoke of “the lawless judge.” I had a copy of it here 
somewhere. 

Mr. Moiuus. I know you gave me a copy of it the other day, Judge, 
and it is one of the things locked up in the files to which Mr. Mandel 
has the key. 

Judge Stainback. T think I possibly have another copy here, if 
I can find anything, after the wind got through. 

Senator Johnston. Help the judge arrange his papers over there. 
The wind blew them all away and sort of disarranged them. 

Judge Stainback. There is a photostat copy here. Here it is. 
Xothing like having a little assistance. 

It is headed — this is a photostatic copy of the little pamphlet thev 
circulated. 

Mr. Morris. Yes. Read some of the significant portions of it, 
will you ? 

Judge Stainback. It is headed: 

A Lawless Judge Will Not Break tiie Sugar Strike 

A STATEMENT TO TIIE PUBLIC 

No company manager, especially Philip L. Kice, is going to crush the .struggle 
of nearly 100,000 men, women, and children for a better life and control of 
their own destiny merely by issuing an injunction. 

It seemed that Judge Rice had issued some sort of injunction; 1 
don’t know what it involved particularly. 

Then he goes on with a vicious attack 

Mr. Morris. IIow did you know it was Jack Hall who composed 
that? 

Judge Stainback. Oh, he signed it: it is signed “flack W. Hall, 
regional director, International Longshoremen's and Warehousemen’s 
Union.” 

Mr. Morris. At the same time, he was a police commissioner? 

Judge Stainback. He was a police commissioner. I called him in ; 
I said, “Jack, what is this attack on the judge by a police commis- 
sioner?” I said, “Your duty is to enforce law and order, not to 
create disrespect for our judges.” I said. “A democratic nation can’t 
exist unless there is respect for judges.” 

Well, he mumbled something about his duty to bis union. 

I said, “Well, maybe Judge Rice was wrong,” 1 said, “judges fre- 
quently are.” Maybe myself — once or twice in my life, when I was 
on the bench. 

Senator Johnston. Very few. 

Judge Stainback. I said. “You have the right of appeal. You 
can go to the Supreme Court of the United States if there is any 
Federal question of vour rights involved.” I said, “You can’t get 
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out a pamphlet like that, attacking his integrity, trying to belittle 
him.” ^ 

Well, as 1 said, he still mumbled his duty to his union, so 1 called 
my stenographer in and dictated his resignation; I said, “Sign.” 
He signed it. Several days later he sent in a more elaborate resigna- 
tion, which 1 didn't read because I think he attacked me and every- 
body else. 

So I hired and iired Air. Jack Hall before 1 found out that he be- 
longed to the Communist Party and was one of the leaders in the 
organization, according to the report I got. 

Well, General Hull and 1 talked about my one-man crusade; as I 
said, I made speeches on every occasion, amftinally reached the stage 
where I had to apologize for using this “Carthega delenda est' 5 on 
every occasion. 

Hall is listed in the list he gave me “John Wayne Hall, alias Jack, 
residence, 2955 Oahu Avenue, Honolulu; occupation, regional direc- 
tor, IIAVU-CIO, pier 11, delegate, Fourth District, Democrat— dele- 
gate, Sixth Precinct, Fourth District, Democrat.” 

I believe that last notation was made by me in 1950. I am not Hire, 
lie was a delegate to the convention. 

So I continued speaking throughout the Territory, and later on. 
on the coast, San Francisco, Portland, Los Angeles, aiid l was invited 
as far east as Minnesota, but I did not go. 

At the meeting of the next legislature 1 recommended the estab- 
lishment of a subversive committee. 

Air. Morris. You made the recommendation, sir, that led to the 
establishment of the Territorial Commission on Subversion ( 

Judge Staixback. Yes, sir. And we got that passed and 1 made 
the appointments to the first, board and probably to several boards. 

In 1$49, the day the legislature closed, the day after, they declared 
a maritime strike, a shippers strike. Of course', shipping is the life- 
line of the Territory; it can't exist without communications between 
here and the mainland. So naturally I was very much disturbed. I 
called in the officers of the ITAVTI. I think Air. Goldblatt was one of 
them; there were several of them, and finally Air. Bridges himstdf. 
1 think, came down. I called in representatives of the employers, 
and I called them in separately and apart, and we could get nowhere. 
And then under the statute 1 appointed what we call a factfinding 
commission, five members. The chairman was former Chief Justice 
Coke, a former chief justice of our Territorial supreme court. 

Air. AIorris. AVill you spell that for the record. sir' 

Judge Staixback. I beg your pardon ? 

Air. AIorris. AVill you spell his name, for the record, sir' 

Judge Staixback. Coke. C-o-k-e. The same as our distinguished 
jurist of England years ago. 

hi a few days 1 heard, it was brought to me, I think Judge Coke 
himself brought it to me, the statement- Air. Goldblatt used the ex- 
pression that was given to me, ‘Tie didn't give a damn what the 
factfinding board found, they were not going to accept it. 5 * 

So 1 ordered the factfinding board to report within a week and I 
took out for AVashington, to see what help I could get back there, 
because our very existence depended upon maintaining comnmnca- 
tions with the mainland by wav of shipping. 
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Well, they tohl me that that didn’t come under a national emer- 
gency. so they couldn’t use the President’s powers, which he is now 
using in the present strike, by way of injunction, and that “It was my 

baby. 5 ' ’ . 

Mr. Morris. So that you were told in Washington (hat you had to 

solve it on a local level ! 

.Judge Stain r. auk . Solve it on a local level, a local matter. 

Senator Wei.ker. Mr. Chairman, we might keep the record in order 
here. At the point where .Judge Stainback read from a photostat 
allegedly written by Jack AV. Hall, entitled £ *A lawless judge will not 
break the sugar strike,*’ 1 ask you, Mr. Chairman, that the whole of 
that document be incorporated in the record at this point, whereas 
Judge Stainback referred to a certain portion thereof. 

Senator Johnston. This shall be copied and printed ill the record 
as part of the testimony. ^ . 

(The document above referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 384 ' and 
reads as follows :) 

Exhibit No. 384 


A Lawless Judge Will Not Drear the Sugar Strike 
A <iaiement to tlie public: 

No company-minded judge, especially Phillip L. Rico, is going to crush the 
struggle of nearly 100,000 men, women and children, for a hotter life and control 
of their o\\ n destinies merely by issuing an injunction. 

Judge Dice's issuing such an injunction after a private conference with the 
Lihue Plantation Co. behind dosed doors is not in keeping with the American 
sense of fair play. It was an outrageous thing to do. The proper procedure to 
have followed, and any fair-minded judge would have done so — would have 
boeii to call in both the company and the union. To have then held a hearing on 
the facts before issuing such an arbitrary injunction. This is the procedure 
followed in fair courts. t 

This flagrant disregard for the basic principles of fair play is understandable, 
however, when you know that members of Judge's Rice’s family are stockholders 
<»f Lihue Plantation. It is understandable when you know that Judge Rice 
represented Lihue Plantation and other P»ig Five companies for many years as 
corporation counsel. 

I personally sat opposite him in an earlier strike against Lihue Plantation 
where he represented that Arm at the bargaining table. 

Company Judge Rice's prejudice against the workers is great. His action in 
this injunction matter reeks with it. In his anxiety to assist the strikebreaking 
program of the employers, he ordered a temporary restraining order against the 
union, iron though the Lihue limitation Co. did not ash foe such (Hi oedci ill 
its petition. That is the height of prejudice. 

It is cusp unary in injunction proceedings where properly rights arc involved 
to require the petitioner to post a substantial bond. The property rights of the 
workers their job rights — are involved in this proceeding, but Judge Rice did 
not even think it necessary to require the company to post a bond as evidence 
of good faith. 

Hearing on the injunction is set for 10 days hence — 10 days in which the 
employers ••an develop their strikebreaking plans without the moral persuasion 
of perfectly legal picketing. Usually injunctions are returnable in 3 to 5 days. 
That, apparently, is not enough time for tlie employers, so Judge Rice con- 
veniently allowed them 10 days. 

The judge's order is so vague, broad and all-inclusive that it is practically 
meaningless. It is aptly described as a mass of glittering generalities. Its lan- 
guage is so cloaked with uncertainties that no worker can reasonably be ex- 
pected to know what he may and what he may not do. 

The ILWU believes that the laws of the land should be lived up to by every- 
body. including judges. Rut there is a vast difference between the law and pri- 
vately issued, one-sided edict of a lawless judge. 

Jack W. Hall. 

Reyionnl Director , 

I ntcrnutional I ,on(ishoremen's and Warehousemen's Vnion. 
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Judge Stainback. I will say while I was in Washington I had a 
very tine opportunity of having dinner with four United States Sen- 
ators, including Senator Taft, the author of the Taft-Hartley Act, 
Senator Russell of Georgia, and Senator Hugh Butler, I believe, 
and Senator McClellan of Arkansas. So I took up with the Senators, 
particularly Senator Taft, what I could do, that I had been denied 
any help by the administration, and I said, “I thought I could take 
care of unloading the ships if we get them here.” But they would re- 
fuse to load “hot cargo,” as they would call it, on the coast. 

Senator Taft told me that that would violate the Taft-Hartley Act 
as a secondary boycott, and that the United States Government au- 
thorities would have to protect me on that end. 

I went to see the Interior Department and I said, “Well, if you can’t 
give me any help, at least don’t give the bear. I think I can go back 
and take care of the local end of it.” 

So I came back in July 1949 and immediately summoned a special 
session of the legislature, to which I recommended what they now call 
the dock seizure act, which our friends the Commies call the Stainback 
strikebreaker. That act was passed, giving me power to take over, 
in time of emergency, the docks, like a public utility. In fact, they 
made it a public utility. I don’t think either the employers or the 
employees wished me to take them over, but I took them over. I re- 
ligiously refrained from using any military force in seizing the docks. 
And I put in charge of it a good two-fisted contractor, and we moved 
the cargo, in fact more expeditiously than the private individuals. 

I was somewhat uneasy when I took over the docks because I remem- 
bered the murders on the Oakland waterfront years ago. There was 
a waterfront strike. In fact, those murders made Warren Governor— 
the prosecution of those murderers made Warren Governor of Cali- 
fornia — our now Chief Justice. 

So I called in the police commission, the chief of police, and I told 
him, “We must be very alert to crush the first sign of violence.” So 
things went along pretty well for a few days, and then the strikers 
made a diversionary attack on one side and attacked in force on the 
other side while unloading cargo. The police were very alert. We 
had a very fine chief of police, and he picked up between 75 and 80 of 
them immediately. They were either fined or jailed. Though the 
strike lasted some months later, we had no more violence or attempted 
violence. 

The factfinding committee made a report, upon my return, in which 
they advocated a raise in wages — I don’t know what the amount was 
or how considerable it was — and the employees flatly rejected it. 
The employers, after some hemming and hawing, agreed they would 
accept it. So the strike continued, but the cargo was moved after 
we took over the docks. They attempted, I believe, to refuse to load 
in San Francisco and I tried to get the United States authorities on 
the job. But fortunately no action was necessary there; the strike 
was settled and the men went back to work on the wages they had 
refused 4 months earlier. 

Due to my securing the passage of this act, I was enemy No. 1 to 
the Communists of the Territory, and they never lost any opportunity 
to attack me or try to obtain my removal. . 

I was invited to San Francisco sometime after this to make a talk 
and I had a real royal reception there. Your reception here re- 
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minded me somewhat of it. They met me with banners, parades, 
picketed the place I was supposed to speak, circulated various circu- 
lars. I was fortunate enough to obtain one, one of my prize souv- 
enirs. It is headed “Danger to all of us” or “all of U. S.” I don’t 
know which. “Us,” I guess. 

The Hawaiian S. S. law can mean the end of free America. The Hawaiian 
legislature, at the insistence of Governor Ingram Stainback, has just enacted a 
liberty-crushing law, along with similar amendments to break this strike of 
longshoreman there. The law and the amendments go further than any previous 
antilabor law ever enacted by the United States or any of its States. 

That, of course, is not true. A great many States have enacted 
laws which are followed, giving the power to seize public utilities 
when on strike where such utilities are necessary for the preserva- 
tion of the health and welfare of the people. There is none on docks 
because there is no place the docks are as important as they are to 
Hawaii. So that was not quite true. 

They openly take the side of the employers and particularly direct the workers 
to go back to work, without any attempt to meet or even compromise or arbi- 
trate their demands. They even make it a crime for anyone to help the 
strikers with so much as a plate of beans. 

I apparently overlooked that part of it. 

Then “Ingram Stainback, author of the S. S.” and then in paren- 
theses “ (Stainback strikebreaking law) ” — 

is here today, speaking before the Junior Chamber of Commerce at the Com- 
mercial Club in an attempt to explain and teach enactment and enforcement 
of those laws. 

If those laws are allowed to stand unchallenged, it means all cherished 
American freedom can be taken away, not just from workers and their trade 
unions, but from everybody. What can be done to labor can be done to you. 

Stainback is appointed by President Truman. President Truman can remove 
him for taking this hysterical, anti-American step. 

As far as we are concerned, this kind of strikebreaking and denial of union 
rights will not be allowed to work. Join our demonstration today. Tell Pres- 
ident Truman to remove Stainback. 

This is signed “Longshoremen’s & Warehousemen’s Union and San 
Francisco CIO Council.” 

Senator Johnston. What date was that? 

Judge Stanback. What’s that? 

Senator Johnston. What was the date of that? What was the 
date of that? 

Judge Stainback. I can’t tell you. It doesn’t seem to be dated, 
but it was soon after the enactment of this law, sometime in 1949. I 
think approximately about September — August or September. 

I was trying to preserve the fight against the Communist and try- 
ing to get enforcement of our shipping here, to protect the Territory 
from starvation and worse. 

At that time the ILWU was a member of the CIO and the CIO 
was very influential in Washington. Soon after this the ILWU was 
kicked out of the CIO. I was a great admirer of Philip Murray. He 
was an outstanding labor leader. And I went to call on him in Wash- 
ington, and explained his strike-ridden subordinate union down here. 
He had come out openly against “the damn Communists,” as he 
called them, within his union. And I didn’t get a chance to talk to 
him very long because at that time there were negotiations on the steel 
wage, but he was greatly concerned. But he did not know of Hall 
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or any of the other leaders here, so far as I know. But he asked me to 
feave him a list of the Communists who were prominent in the ILWU. 

Well, I don’t know that that had anything to do with the removal of 
the ILWU from the CIO, but not so long after that they were kicked 
out of the CIO organization. 

Mr. Morris. That was while you were still governor? 

Judge Stainback. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. Now, did that cause any change of attitude on the part 
of either the Government or the people in the Territory, that expulsion 
on the part of the CIO of the ILWU ? 

Judge Stainback. Not to any great extent. I tried to get some of 
the Democrats to work with me to clean out the Democratic Party. 

Mr. Morris. You yourself were a Democrat, were you not, Judge? 

Judge Stainback. Oh, yes, I have always been. I’m from Ten- 
nessee. 

Air. Morris. Will you tell us about that, Judge? 

Judge Stainback. I saw these various officers of the precinct clubs 
here, delegates to our convention. In 1950, 1 should say about 40 or 50 
of these Communists were delegates to the Democratic Convention. 

Air. AIorris. That is out of how many, Judge? 

Judge Stainback. Beg your pardon? 

Air. AIorris. You say 40 to 50. Out of how many? 

Judge Stainback. Forty-eight. They had a meeting and there was 
quite a number there. Their leaders were very active. They refused 
to endorse President Truman or me and they were more or less sup- 
porters of Wallace, although they didn’t endorse him, I think, actually 
endorse him. The delegates, after they went back to Philadelphia, 
saw the light, I think, how things were running and they switched over 
to Truman, but they all opposed him at that time. 

I did get some very fine assistance from Air. Borthwick here, who 
was quite a friend of many of the laborers, and old-time labor leaders 
before the Communists took over. 

Air. AIorris. Who was he, sir? 

Judge Stainback. Borthwick. Bill Borthwick. 

Air. AIorris. Will you spell that for the record, please? 

Judge Stainback. B-o-r-t-h-w-i-c-k. I am not much at spelling, 
but I think that’s correct. 

And he was very active in trying to clean house with the Democrats 
and to further expose the Communists. 

I may say Air. Harold Bice, of Ataui, in 1950 took a very active 
part. I was in Washington when the Democratic convention met, 
and I talked on the telephone to the then acting governor, Air. Warren, 
Air. Rice, and there were 15 delegates to this Democratic convention 
who had been members of “The Reluctant 49” or “39,” as we called 
them. Thirty-nine witnesses before the House Un-American Com- 
mittee, Air. Walter, chairman. 

Air. AIorris. That was in 1950, Judge. 

Judge Stainback. This convention — I think they were down here 
in 1948. I am not sure. 

Air. AIorius. No. The hearings were in April 1950. 

Judge Stainback. Oh, was it 1950? Well, they were members of 
this “Reluctant 39,” and the convention was after that, because I 
telephoned that we should not permit those people to sit as delegates 
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to a Democratic convention; they were not Democrats, they were 
Communists. 

And the Communist bunch had a majority, had more than a ma- 
jority — I don’t say the}' had a majority because a lot of them were not 
Communists, they were just going along with them. 

So I suggested that they walk out of this convention and hold their 
own, which they did. Mr. Rice led the walkout and we held a conven- 
tion, the Democrats, in 1950, adopting a platform and acting as a 
Democratic Party. But the bunch with the reluctant 15 or 39 held its 
convention and adopted its platform, and we had somewhat of a split. 

Senator Johnston. Judge, that shows that a small minority could 
maneuver and get control of the machinery at a convention; is that 
true? 

Judge Stainback. They did. But that is not unusual among Com- 
munists. I understand in every Communist country the actual Com- 
munist members are a very small minority. Somebody has said that, 
in Russia, I think 15 percent of the population is the largest ever 
given; some of them say it is as small as 3 percent of the Russian 
population are Communists, yet they are holding a — I started to say 
“an iron hand,” but I will say an iron heel to hold the people of that 
country. So it is not strange that a minority in the Democratic Party, 
who were very active in precinct work and all that should get control 
of the party, particularly as they were the leaders of the ILWU, the 
big labor organization in the Territory, which controls many, many 
votes. 

Senator Johnston. Judge, what they really do is to get people, who 
don’t even know that they are acting and working with the Commu- 
nists at all, to go along with them ; isn’t that true ? 

Judge Stainback. There is no question about that. And just to 
show you what must we do — “Goals acceptable to liberals, as well as 
radical elements, in Hawaii, should be set up and striven for (on the 
side) .” You see, they use liberal goals. 

Many years ago I advocated setting up a board which could buy or 
condemn land to sell to people without land, without homes. Up to 
the last few years none of the plantation laborers could own their own 
homes — none of them. Now, I agitated around here, 2 or 3 sessions, 
never got very far, most everyone was against me, real-estate agents 
and all, finally Governor King, then Delegate, did come over to my 
side. And I noticed I got the Communists on my side. 

Well, you see, they adopt liberal procedure on the side. And that’s 
where they get their people who go along with them, sympathetic with 
them. They favor, say, this ownership of homes. “Why shouldn’t I 
go along? That is what I favor.” 

You see, they are very shrewd people. So you see they use liberal 
movements to attack the fringe of people who are not Communists, who 
are far removed from Communists, but go along because they stir up a 
lot of agitation. 

Senator Johnson. So in our fight against communism we have to 
watch our step so that the — and at least give the people some benefit 
along the line, in order to keep the Communists from picking that up 
and making use of that? 

Judge Stainback. Well, I believe that — I think I’m a liberal and I 
think that one of the greatest menaces to America is the use of liberal 
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documents by the Communists “on the side,” as they say, to get the 
support for their candidates and their tools, the people that they use. 
If they came right out “We want Communists to overthrow this Gov- 
ernment,” they wouldn't get very far. That's the subtlety of their 
work, their underground work. Just as they have seized most of 
Eastern Europe without firing a shot, using their underground meth- 
ods to work. 

Mr. Morris. J udge, did the Communists make any effort to have you 
removed as Governor of the Territory? 

Judge Stainback. I might say they made more than efforts. 

I just read that pamphlet they used in San Francisco in 1949. 
About a year before my term expired, Victor Riesel, whom most of you 
have read about 

Mr. Morris. He has been a witness before this committee, Judge. 

Judge Stainback. As being attacked by this man who threw acid 
into his eyes, in my mind was, and probably still is, a man with the 
greatest knowledge of Communist infiltration into labor in the United 
States. I don’t know where he got all of his information, but he cer- 
tainly had a lot of it. 

Now, in February 1950 — my term expired in August 1950, my second 
appointment, my second appointment as Governor, Victor Riesel wrote 
an article which appeared as his column, Inside Labor, in a number of 
syndicated papers, and the Daily Mirror on Wednesday, February 15, 
1950, dated Washington, February 14. He writes quite a column. 
About that time I think is when Murray was kicking the Communists 
out of his CIO. He says : 

The startling news here — 

that’s Washington — 

is not that the Communists are being booted enthusiastically out of the CIO, but 
that Communists still inside CIO have sufficient rower left over to take over 
much of the government of Hawaii. The startling news is not that the office 
workers, government employees, school cabinet, tobacco pickers, copper smelters, 
iron diggers, are being dumped by Philip Murray but that Murray’s arrogant 
’Arry Bridges — 

he omits the “II” — 

has enough power to influence a number of men, any one of whom may be the 
next Hawaiian Governor. 

Unless this column can convince President Truman, when it comes across his 
desk, that he is about to get some queer advice from Hawaiian “Democrats” — 

the word “Democrats” in quotation marks — 

many of wliom are card-holding Communist Party members, on who shall run 
that great food basket, that vast naval and military airbase after August 1. 

Here is the story, which is about a small but well-informed group here, all of 
which can be corroborated by Army and Navy intelligence officers in Hawaii 
right now. 

For several years Gov. Ingram M. Stainback has been one of the country’s 
most sophisticated and intelligent opponents of Communist activities who were 
trying to infiltrate Hawaii and the Democratic Party there by district 13 of the 
Communist Party, headquarters in San Francisco, as far back as 1937. 

Mr. Stainback lias watched and tried to counter every move of Harry Bridges’ 
most successful lieutenant, Jack Hall, who moved into the islands in 1937, after 
being trained secretly in San Francisco. Hall married Yoshigo Ogawa, an Amer- 
ican citizen of Japanese ancestry, and settled there, eventually opening CIO 
longshoremen's headquarters on pier II and actually becoming a member of the 
Honolulu Police Commission. 
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I’m guilty. 

Nice work, if you can get it, if you are a Communist, as House and Senate 
committees say Hall is. 

The result of Stainback’s enmity against the Hall crowd has been an unusually 
effective smear campaign, so quietly and effectively has this leftist lobby worked 
that he has convinced certain groups to put on Truman’s desk the recommenda- 
tion that Governor Stainback not be reappointed next August. Instead, he is to 
be “kicked upstairs” to the chief justiceship of the Hawaiian Supreme Court, to 
replace a jurist who retires June 1. 

With Stainback blocked out and tied securely to a spot where judicial con- 
duct prohibits political activity, the Communist apparatus, which, according to 
recent Senate investigation, controls much of the Democratic Party machinery in 
the islands, will push several men as candidates to succeed the outgoing Gover- 
nor. Those names have already been placed before the influential circles here, 
which are in position to make recommendations to the President. 

The mayor of Honolulu is certainly no Communist, but he is a trusting and 
frequently fatigued fellow of 78 or 79, who often leaves much of bis work in that 
pivotal Pacific city to a chap called W. K. Basset, a gentleman of odd literary 
proclivities. 

Basset is Mayor Wilson’s executive assistant. But Basset is no native nor early 
comer to the land of leis, guitars, and Pearl Harbor. Before this writing man, 
for some peculiar reason, buried his literary soul in the cl\ il service of an island 
Territory, he helped the Communist-loving Ella Winters and others of the cult 
publish the pro-Communist Pacific Weekly in Mount Carmel, Calif. 

Suddenly Basset appears in Hawaii, after the pro-Communists had seized much 
of the Democratic Party there, and becomes top aid to Mayor Wilson. But, so 
as not to lose the literary touch, he writes for the Honolulu Record which, if 
read aloud to you, might give you the impression you were listeuing to sections 
of the mainland’s Daily Worker. 

Then there are protests to Mayor Wilson, and he says to W. K. — cut it out. So, 
W. K. appeases the chief by ending his long literary contributions last June. 
Anyway, he’s too busy helping to run Honolulu; his time is fully occupied. Now 
Mayor Wilson is one of those being pushed for Governor by “Arry” Bridges’ boys 
in the islands, and they’re not too concerned about staying inside CIO. 

They may walk out next month anyway — their horizons are fartiung. 

That was 16 months before my term ended. 

Mr. Morris. Now, Judge Stainback, did your knowledge of the 
facts here, as Governor of the islands from 1942 to this particular 
time of this publication, which was 1951, did that square with the 
article that you have just read into our record? 

Judge Stainback. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. Your understanding of the situation and your ex- 
perience with the situation with respect to Communists, did that square 
with what Mr. Riesel has described the situation to be, in the letter 
that you have just read into the record ? 

Judge Stainback. There is no question about that. They were 
very active. Of course, they were not the only ones, because there 
were others with personal ambition and others who disliked me in 
general. They were united pretty fully though and a very powerful 
bunch. 

Mr. Morris. Was that, in your opinion, Judge, an accurate repre- 
sentation of the situation here on the islands, that description by Mr. 
Riesel which you have just read into the record ? 

Judge Stainback. I think it is, yes. I might say also 

Mr. Morris. Judge, before we begin that, 1 am notified by the short- 
hand reporter that we have got to take a stop here because the first 
hour is up. He takes a running record and his machine runs just 1 
hour and we have to stop to rewind it. 

A 2-minute recess, Mr. Chairman ? 

Senator Johnston. A 2-minute recess. 
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(A short recess was taken.) 

Senator Johnston. The committee will resume the hearing. 

Mr. Morris. Now, Judge, what was the date of this last letter that 
you read into the record ? What was the date of Mr. Riesel’s column ? 

Judge Stainback. What was the date of 

Mr. Morris. Of Riesel's column? 

Judge Stainback. February 15, 1 think. 

Mr. Morris. 1951 ? 

Judge Stainback. 1950. 

Mr. Morris. 1950. 

Judge Stainback. Yes. That was more than a year before I left 
office. 

Can you hear this now? Is it better? 

Mr. Morris. Yes, I can hear it. Yes. 

Now, what happened after that, Judge? 

Judge Stainback. Well, Senator Butler of Nebraska — not of Mary- 
land — was out here. He also reported somewhat similarly, that Ha- 
waii was a base of Communist operations, and a long discussion of 
the Communists, and among other things he said, “The immediate 
objectives of the ILWU-Communist Party conspiracy in Hawaii are, 
among several others, removal of Gov. Ingram M. Stainback, to be 
replaced by a Governor named by the Communist high command 
in Hawaii. 55 And then he has other statements on that. 

Senator Butler. Mr. Chairman, may I make an observation here? 
That was Hugh Butler of Nebraska. 

Judge Stainback. Yes. 

Senator Butler. This is my first visit to the islands. 

Judge Stainback. Yes. A very fine Butler. I am sure they all are. 
He was a very good friend of Hawaii and a very good friend of mine. 

Senator Welker. And a very good friend of the islands. 

Judge Stainback. The last time I saw him was in Washington, 
when I testified, and he came up and put his arm around me and said, 
“I hope we are still good friends. 55 

I said, “Yes, Senator; although you switched your position and 
I switched my position, we are still good friends. 55 

There were other communications in which this is recognized. Sen- 
ator Pat McCarran, a very good friend of mine, wrote to Oscar Chap- 
man. He said: 

A careful study made by me personally, while in the Hawaiian Islands some 2 
years ago — 

This is dated January 1951 — 

convinced me that the Territory was heavily impregnated with Communist cells 
and active Communist workers. About the most complete Communist organi- 
zation that I have yet encountered, I have found to exist in the Hawaiian 
Islands. It is not at all strange to find that this group was actively working 
to embarrass and if possible defeat the reappointment of Governor Stainback. 
They are undoubtedly still at it. 

He goes on and calls attention also to Senator Butler’s report on the 
activities of the Communists and their determination to get their 
enemy No. 1 out of the Governor's position. 

Mr. Morris. One year later, you said, Judge, you were not reap- 
pointed; is that right? 

Judge Stainback. No, I was not; I was placed on the supreme 
court. 
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Senator Welker. In other words you went upstairs ? 

Judge Stainback. Kicked upstairs. 

Mr. Morris. Judge, did you have any other firsthand experience 
with Communists on the islands, such as you have described here 
today ? 

Judge Stainback. I think that is all I remember at this time. Of 
course 

Mr. Morris. Judge, you are still a very observing member of the 
community, are you not, sir? 

Judge Stainback. I think probably some of the others could answer 
that better than I, but I try to be. 

Mr. Morris. I wonder if you could tell us whether or not these people 
whom General Hull told you about, the people you encountered, 
whether or not they still exercise any influence on the community 
today ? 

Judge Stainback. I am confident that they do, through their con- 
trol of the labor, the large labor organization. It is very unfortunate 
that they control. At one time one of the members in Hilo attempted 
to break away from Communist control, but he was quickly squelched 
and properly punished, I think. So we are putting up with this 
Communist control. They are still active in politics, I understand, 
although I am no longer active in any respect, since I’ve been on the 
bench. I note by the Star-Bulletin, last election, it stated that Hawaii 
elected 2G out of 28 endorsed by the ILWU, I believe. I noticed 2 
years ago, in the county elections here, they are supposed to have 
endorsed 7 of the supervisors and 6 of them were elected. And one 
of them that they didn’t endorse, who was elected, was a former Com- 
munist, a Japanese boy who disavowed them, and came clean, and he 
was elected in spite of the Communist opposition. I say ILWU, 
a Communist-controlled union, is more powerful, of course, on the 
outside islands, than they are in Honolulu, because a larger 
percentage of the voters are plantation workers. Here we have a large 
population that are not members of the ILWU. We have a fairly 
large AFL bunch here in the Territory, carpenters and people of that 
type workers, and we also have a much larger white-collar population, 
and their influence is not as great on this island as it is on the other 
islands. But I think they still have considerable influence. 

I note in the last election they sent around a questionnaire, one of 
them was to repeal this dock seizure, as they prefer to call it. “The 
Stainback Strikebreaking Act.” I don’t know what the reply of the 
various candidates was ; I didn’t keep up with that. I just noticed that 
was one of the questions asked. “Will you repeal this act ?” They seem 
to be intent on getting that repealed. I believe an act was introduced at 
the last session of the legislature to repeal that, but it did not pass. To 
my mind, that’s absolutely necessary to preserve the lifeline of the 
Territory. It is nothing unusual to have a public utility, which is 
necessary to the health and welfare of the people, put in a position 
where it may be seized and operated and strike prevented. Fifteen 
States, I think, have similar laws. I remember one of them is Vir- 
ginia and, I have forgotten, various other States, but I went into it 
very carefully at the time I sent my recommendation down to the 
legislature, and I believe pointed out there was such a law in various 
States, and that to us there was no public utility more important than 
to preserve transportation to the mainland. Our jugular vein, you 
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might say. If they cut that, it would be fatal. And I don’t doubt that 
the next legislature will be faced with an attempt to repeal the “Stain- 
back strike laws,” as they call them. 

Mr. Morris. Thank you very much, Judge. That, I think, covers 
the area that we have covered m executive session, Air. Chairman. 

As counsel for the committee, I had a session with J udge Stainback 
and was able to go over with him the area of the testimony. I think, 
sir, we have now covered that, and unless the Senators have some ques- 
tions to ask the witness 

Senator Johnston. Any questions? 

Senator Welker. I would like to ask one question. 

Did you say that 26 of the 28 members elected to the Territorial 
legislature 

Judge Stainback. I don’t know if it was the Territorial legislative 
body. Here is a Star-Bulletin reporter here. I presume he is respon- 
sible for it. Twenty-six out of twenty-eight endorsed. Whether they 
were at the county level or members of the legislature, I don’t know. 
1 just saw the 

Senator Welker. Twenty-six of the twenty-eight were successful ? 

Judge Stainback. That they were endorsed by the ILWU. 

Senator Welker. Were endorsed by the ILWU. 

Judge Stainback. Yes. That’s the information I got from the 
newspaper. Mr. Rose nodded his head in affirmation. He is very 
familiar with politics and politicians. 

Senator Johnston. Any other questions ? 

We certainly thank you, Judge, for coming before us this morning 
and giving this testimony. 

Judge Stainback. Thank you, Senator. I hope it serves some good 
purpose. 

Senator Johnston. The next witness will be called. 

Mr. Morris. The next witness is Mr. Yagi. Mr. Yagi, come for- 
ward, please. 

Senator Johnston. Mr. Yagi. 

Mr. Morris. Thank you, Judge Stainback; thank you very much. 

Judge Stainback. Thank you. 

Senator Johnston. Mr. Yagi, will you please raise your right hand. 

Do you solemnly swear that the evidence you give before this sub- 
committee will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the 
truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Yagi. I do. 

Senator Johnston. Have a seat. 

TESTIMONY OF THOMAS STJKICHI YAGI 

Mr. Yagi. Mr. Chairman, on the outset, I wish to have the — not to 
be televised and also 

Senator Joiinston. What? 

Mr. Yagi. Not to be televised and 

Senator Johnston. No television on. 

Mr. Yagi. And wish to have the lights out. 

Senator Welker. Do you want us to work in the dark? 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, may I at this time, inasmuch as much 
of the evidence that we have analyzed to date bears on Communist 
activity within the ILWU, with your permission, sir, I would like to 
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read into the record at this time some of the general conclusions of the 
Report of the Commission on Subversive Activities to the Legislature 
of the Territory of Hawaii. 

This commission has been identified by witnesses who have appeared 
here. 

And this is the report submitted by the commission, William B. 
Stephenson, chairman, Ernest B. DeSilva of Hawaii, Wilford J. 
Holmes, of Oahu, George P. Kimball of Oahu, Thomas P. King of 
Kauai, Taro Tsuenaga of Oahu, and Raymond R. Lyons — Admi. 
Raymond R. Lyons, of Maui, vice chairman. 

And I would like to read 

Senator Johnston. What was the date of that report? 

Mr. Morris. That was February 28, 1955. February 28, 1955. I 
read from page 65, under the heading “Communist domination of 
the ILWU ” 

In its 1053 report tins commission devoted a lengthy section to the ILWU, 
detailing the evidence that this union was not only Communist-controlled but 
that it was “the most effective vehicle for the implementation of the program of 
the Communist Party in Hawaii.” Nothing has occurred since the publication of 
that report to change this commission’s conclusion. If anything, Communist 
activities since 1952 have become even more closely identified with the ILWU. 

Between 1945 and 1950 they have developed a number of Communist-front 
organizations and Communists had attempted, sometimes successfully, to infil- 
trate others. Because of public exposure of their Communist taint, these organi- 
zations have become either passive or defunct. Communist activity in Hawaii 
now appears to be centered almost entirely around the ILWU, its satellite union, 
the UPW and the Honolulu Record, a weekly newspaper largely subsidized by 
the ILWU. 

The ILWU and the UPW are but 2 of the nearly GO unions and employee 
organizations in Hawaii. The fact is significant when one realizes that, among 
the unions, only the ILWU and the UPW have been reported by this commission 
to be dominated by Communist leaders, and only the ILWU and UPW have 
charged the commission with union busting. Unfortunately, many good citizens 
of Hawaii still have doubts that the ILWU is led by Communists. It is there- 
fore pertinent to marshal some of the evidence on this issue. 

The ILWU was born a Communist-dominated union, has remained so ever 
since. 

Now, there are other sections here, Senator, and maybe I will wait 
until later in the course of this hearing to put those into the record. 

Senator Johnston. Just for the information of the general public 
and also in order that it may be called to the attention of the Attorney 
General, has the Attorney General ever put this union on its subversive 
list? 

Mr. Morris. I am not prepared to answer that question, Senator. I 
will have the answer for you at the next session. 

Senator Johnston. Proceed. The witness may proceed. 

Mr. Morris. Now, Mr. Yagi, will you give your full name and 
address to the reporter ? 

Mr. Yagi. Thomas Sukichi Yagi ; Waihee, Maui. 

Mr. Morris. Now you reside on Maui, one of the neighboring- 
islands; do you not? 

Mr. Yagi. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. Are you the divisional director of the International 
Longshoremen’s and W arehousemen’s Union on Maui ? 

(The witness consults with his attorneys.) 

ilr. Yagi. I refuse to answer that question on the basis of the fifth 
amendment. 
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Senator Welker. Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to make this 
observation. 

Senator Johnston. You may. 

Senator Welker. I had the witness in executive session a while ago. 
I hope I am on very friendly terms with counsel who represent him. I 
appreciate the fact that they have a job to do. But they have been 
admonished heretofore that the witness is to ask them for advice, not 
lean over there and receive it. 

You never uttered one audible or inaudible word when you got oyer 
there to get your answer. Now, may I admonish you once again, 
when you need help from counsel, you ask them, and don't, please, 
embarrass your counsel. That’s what it does; it doesn’t do anything 
but embarrass them. And it is very simple procedure if you will just 
lean over and say, “May I consult with you ?” 

Do you understand that ? 

Senator Johnston. As chairman, I want to inform the witness that 
he has a right to let the lawyers inform him, after he has requested 
them. Of course, he is not on the stand just for the lawyer to answer 
the questions. You are on the stand to answer the questions. 

Proceed. 

Mr. Morris. Now, Mr. Chairman, we do not have Mr. Mandel here; 
in the first place, Mr. Mandel is not here, nor is the September 1956 
issue of the Department of Labor and Industrial Delations, from 
which he was reading yesterday, available. As I said, Senator, they 
are locked up in the files downstairs and only Mr. Mandel has the key. 
So the next best evidence I can get, I can get the March 1956 issue of 
the same book, but my general understanding of the situation is that 
the conditions described herein remain true today. 

Mr. Thomas S. Yagi is a director of the Maui County division of 
the ILWU. 

Senator Johnston. I want to inform counsel that if he has other 
additional information bearing on this subject that is now locked up, 
when it becomes available, if lie wants to, he can put such parts in 
the record to clarify as he sees fit. 

Mr. Morris. Yes, sir. 

Now you are, therefore, the ranking ILWU official on the island 
of Maui, are you not, Mr. Yagi ? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Yagi. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. When did you last meet Charles Fujimoto ? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Yagi. Same answer. 

Senator Johnston. When you say, “Same answer,” you mean that 
you are refusing to answer, availing yourself of the fifth amendment, 
and you by doing so say that you might incriminate yourself, is that 
true ? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Yagi. I am relying on the fifth amendment, and the fifth amend- 
ment says that I don’t have to be a witness against myself. 

Mr. Morris. Are you a Communist now, Mr. Yagi? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Yagi. Same answer. 
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Mr. Morris. Have you attended Communist meetings within the 
last 6 months? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Yagi. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Now how often have you met Charles Fujimoto in the 
last 6 months? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Yagi. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. IIow often have you met with Jack Hall within the 
last 6 months? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Yagi. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. How often have you met John Reinecke in the last 6 
months? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Yagi. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. How often have you met Mrs. Charles Fujimoto in 
the last 6 months? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Yagi. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, we have received information that the 
witness here today pledged $7,000 on behalf of Charles Fujimoto, in 
connection with his appeal before the United States Ninth Circuit 
Court, on August 5, 1953. 

Did you pledge $7,000 of your own property on behalf of Mr. 
Fujimoto? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Yagi. Same answer. 

Senator Joiinston. I think it would be well to put in there what 
the trial was about, just to let the public know what it was. 

Mr. Morris. Senator, Charles Fujimoto was one of the seven de- 
fendants in the large Smith Act prosecution, which was held here 
on the islands in 1953. 

What was your answer, Mr. Yagi ? To that last question. Did you 
pledge $7,000 ? 

Mr. Yagi. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. That is, you refuse to answer under your claim of 
privilege ? 

Mr. Yagi. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. Now have you had Communist Party training in Cali- 
fornia ? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Yagi. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Where were you born, Mr. Yagi? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Yagi. Waihee, Maui. 

Mr. Morris. You were born in Maui. ITow often have you gone 
to California,? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Yagi. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. You will not deny our information then, will you, Mr. 
Yagi, that you have attended classes of the California Labor School 
in California? 
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(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Vagi. The same answer. 

Mr. Morris. In fact, you had, at one time, a 5-week training pro- 
gram there, did you not, sir? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Yagi. Same answer. 

Senator Welker. Mr. Chairman. 

You took the fifth amendment as to whether or not you attended a 
labor school in California. Have you ever attended any school ? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Yagi. I have attended grade schools in Maui. 

Senator Welker. Very well. Now that you have opened up the 
subject matter that you have attended school, I assume that we are 
permitted under the law to interrogate you on what schools you at- 
tended. Now will you tell us fully and completely the schools you 
have attended ? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Yagi. Same answer. 

Senator W elker. Did you go to the first grade ? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Yagi. I went through the 10th grade. 

Senator Welker. You went through the 10th grade. Now what 
other schools did you attend, if any? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Yagi. Same answer. 

Senator Welker. Same answer, of the fifth amendment. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I ask you to order and direct this witness, 
under the rules of this committee, to answer the question whether or 
not he attended a labor school in the State of California, upon the 
ground and for the* reason that the witness has opened up the subject 
matter he has attended schools, and it is perfectly within the right 
of this committee to find out what schools he has attended. He can- 
not turn it off and start it again. He has opened the subject matter. 
Now I think you should order him and direct him to answer the ques- 
tion, and if not, it will be a subject matter for contempt to be discussed 
in the Senate of the United States. 

Senator Johnston. I order you to answer the question of the Sena- 
tor. What schools, giving what schools you have attended, and what 
period of time you attended those schools. So you may answer those 
questions; you must. 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Yagi. I went to the 10th grade on Maui, and beyond that, same 
answer. 

Senator Welker. Why don’t you want to tell us any other schools 
you attended? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Yagi. The same answer. 

Senator Welker. You are answering, then, if you told us any other 
schools you attended, a truthful answer would tend to make you bear 
witness against yourself or to possibly incriminate you, is that a fact? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Yagi. I rely on the fifth amendment of the United States and 
I don’t have to 
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Senator Johnson. I want to warn the witness that through his 
failure to answer the question asked here, he may be subject in the 
future to appear and give answer to it, in a court. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, may I 

Senator Welker. Now just a minute. 

Mr. Morris. I am sorry, Senator. 

Senator Welker. Tell me, Mr. Witness, what would be embarrassing 
about your telling us whatever schools you attended? Is there some- 
thing wrong with attending a labor school or forestry school or any 
other sort of a school ? 

Now let’s be fair, let’s get down on a level and tell us. Why don’t 
you tell us the truth about this matter ? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Yagi. This is not a question of embarrassment. I am standing 
on the fifth amendment. 

Senator Welker. I know, but will you tell me why you are standing 
on it? Do you think that if you attended a labor school — many, 
many thousands of people have attended labor schools, I assume. Is 
there something that might tend to incriminate you if you said that you 
did attend one ? 

Senator Johnston. What do you think, for the good of your Nation, 
for the good of your organization even, you have derived by not 
answering these questions ? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Yagi. Frankly, I do not understand what question is before me. 

Senator Welker. I asked you the very simple question : What possi- 
bly could happen to you if you told this committee truthfully that you 
attended a labor school in California? Won’t you tell us that, Mr. 
Witness? 

( The witness consults with his counsel . ) 

Mr. Yagi. Same answer. 

Senator Welker. “Same answer.” Have you ever been in Cali- 
fornia ? 

Mr. Yagi. Same answer. 

Senator Welker. You are afraid that if you told this committee 
that you had been on the mainland, in the State of California, that that 
might tend to incriminate you ? 

(The witness consults with his attorneys.) 

Sir. Yagi. Same answer. 

Senator Welker. Did you ever go over there for — on an occasion 
other than something that might tend to incriminate you? 

Mr. Yagi. Same answer. 

Senator Welker. Would you tell whether you have been there once, 
twice; will you tell me whether you have ever been out of the island? 

(The witness consults with his counsel . ) 

Senator Welker. Did you ever go sailing out in the ocean? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Yagi. On little boats, yes. 

Senator Welker. All right. While on little boats, did you ever go 
to California? 

Mr. Yagi. Same answer. 

Senator Welker. You never have answered me that. I asked you 
whether or not you have ever sailed. Since you have admitted now 
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that you have been sailing, whether they have been little or big. We 
came over here on a little one. Now, I want to know whether or not 
that ship took you to California. 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Yagi. The same answer. 

Senator Welker. How far out in the ocean did you sail ? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Yagi. The same answer. 

Senator Welker. One mile, a thousand miles, a hundred miles; 
tell me that, won’t you, please ? 

Mr. Yagi. Same answer. 

Senator Welker. Now, with respect to a question that I’m con- 
fused on, asked you by counsel, as to whether or not you had ever 
seen Jack Hall. Is it a crime for you to see anybody ? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Yagi. Same answer. 

Senator Welker. Did you see Jack Hall here in the demonstration 
yesterday, in this palace ? 

Mr. Yagi. Same answer. 

Senator Welker. I saw you here, didn’t I, yesterday? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Yagi. I don’t know. 

Senator Welker. I do. I know that I did. And I can’t see that 
that might tend to incriminate me, by seeing you. Now, certainly, 
and I believe your able counsel will agree with me that if you hap- 
pened to see Jack Hall here yesterday, in the hall, that wouldn’t tend 
to incriminate you. Now, won’t you answer us that ? 

Mr. Yagi. Same answer. 

Senator Welker. Why, it’s absolutely utterly silly for you not 
to tell us that you have seen a particular individual. If you were in a 
conspiracy with him, or something like that, it would be different, 
but if you happen to pass him on the street or see him, I can’t see for 
the life of me how that might tend to incriminate you, Mr. Witness. 

You still want to take the fifth 

Mr. Yagi. Same answer. 

Senator Welker. “Same answer.” Who have you talked with 
about your testimony before coming here ? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Yagi. Same answer. 

Senator Welker. You didn’t talk to your two able attorneys? 

Mr. Yagt. Same answer. 

Senator Welker. Oh, come about now. Certainly, that isn’t a 
crime to talk to your fine attorneys. Did you have a meeting and 
discuss your testimony with anyone ? 

Mr. Yagi. Same answer. 

Senator Welker. As a matter of fact, you received a document, 
mimeographed document, telling you exactly what to do and what 
to say when you appeared on the witness stand here, didn’t you? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Yagi. Same answer. 

Senator Welker. Did you receive any document, telling you what 
you should do should you be subpenaed before this committee? 

Mr. Yagi. Same answer. 
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Senator Welker. If I were to show you a document, would it be 
the same answer, too? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Yagi. Same answer. 

Senator Welker. Let me ask you this. Were you informed by any 
person or persons, prior to your appearing here on the witness stand, 
do not answer questions propounded to you by the committee or 
counsel thereof? 

Mr. Yagi. Same answer. 

Senator Welker. Have you talked to anybody about this case other 
than — just tell me, did you talk to your wife ? 

Mr. Yagi. Same answer. 

Senator Welker. Did you ask anybody about the subpena when you 
received it, what it meant? 

Mr. Yagi. Same answer. 

Senator Welker. Now, we’re going to have “The same answer” with 
you for a long time, I am afraid. You are going to be answering that 
“Same answer” for some little time. 

What would be your opinion as to whether or not the hundreds of 
people who talked to Jack Hall yesterday might have incriminated 
themselves ? 

Mr. Yagi. Same answer. 

Senator Welker. You don’t want to give me the benefit even of your 
opinion? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Yagi. Same answer. 

Senator Welker. I don’t want to set a record with you on the fifth 
amendment, so we will let it go back now to counsel. 

Senator Johnston. Witness is with the counsel, Mr. Morris. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Yagi, have you been a member of the executive 
board of the Communist Party ? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Yagi. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Did you meet as a member of the executive board of 
the Communist Party at the home of Jack Hall ? 

Mr. Yagi. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Now, Sir. Chairman, we have again, from the report 
that I have referred to previously, of the Commission on Subversive 
Activities, dated February 28, 1955, on page 81, a statement: 

Another indication of Communist control of the ILWU is found in an analysis 
of the officers and directors of the ILWU Memorial Association. This associa- 
tion was incorporated in 1950 as a nonprofit organization “for fraternal, civic, 
political, and economic purposes.” Its principal function seems to be to own 
the building and land used by the ILWU as its headquarters. 

Now, the following is a list of the officers and directors and it is dated 
December 31, 1951. It then proceeds to give the names of the presi- 
dent, the vice president, the secretary, the treasurer, and six directors. 
One of the directors is the witness here, one of the current directors, 
and then it goes on to give the current list of officers and directors of 
the ILWU Memorial Association, and they are again president, vice 
president, secretary, treasurer, sergeant at arms, and then it gives 5 
directors, and 1 of them is Thomas Yagi, and the report itself in men- 
tioning you says, “An identified Communist.” It is on page 82 of the 
report. 
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Now, are you, Mr. Yagi (1) an identified Communist? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Yagi. The same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Are you a director of the ILWU Memorial Association ? 

Mr. Yagi. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. As a director of the ILWU Memorial Association, do 
you know that the primary function of that organization appears to be 
to own the building and the land used by the ILWU and its head- 
quarters? 

Mr. Yagi. Same answer. 

Senator Welker. Do you mean that the Memorial Association has 
to do only with the opening of the building? 

Mr. Morris. That’s the report, that the commission so found, Sena- 
tor. 

Senator Wleker. Could you tell me whether or not the association, 
the Memorial Association, was dedicated to the memory of Joe Stalin 
or Lenin, or anybody like that? 

Mr. Yagi. Same answer. 

Senator Welker. And what did you have to say when counsel inter- 
rogated you and stated that you were listed as an identified Commu- 
nist? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Yagi. Same answer. 

Senator Welker. Now, with respect to this Memorial Association 
and its building and ground, would you tell the committee where, if 
you know, you received any money to build that building, buy land, and 
to do other memorial things that up to now you have refused to tell 
me about? 

Mr. Yagi. Same answer. 

Senator Welker. Did you receive any from the Communist Party 
International ? 

Mr. Yagi. Same answer. 

Senator Welker. Do you sing songs there at the Memorial Associa- 
tion when you meet? 

Mr. Yagi. Same answer. 

Senator Welker. Are you familiar with the song “The Workers of 
the World Unite”? 

Mr. Yagi. Same answer. 

Senator Welker. Have you taken any subscriptions to any news- 
papers ? 

Mr. Yagi. Same answer. 

Senator Welker. Don’t you read some of our fine publications here 
in the city of Honolulu and on your own island ? 

Mr. Yagi. Same answer. 

Senator W elker. Have you ever taken a subscription in the People’s 
Daily World? 

Mr. Yagi. Same answer. 

Senator Welker. Do you know what the People’s Daily World is? 

Mr. Yagi. Same answer. 

Senator Welker. You know, as a matter of fact, that the People’s 
Daily World is the official Communist publication for the west coast, 
don’t you ? 

Mr. Yagi. Same answer. 

72723 — 57 — pt. 39 7 
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Senator Welker. Comparable to the Daily Worker on the east 
coast ? 

Mr. Yagi. Same answer. 

Senator Welker. Well, how do you know all these things? 

Mr. Yagi. Same answer. 

Senator Welker. Will you tell the workers of your union, if you 
belong to a union, would you tell them that you would have to — 
If they asked you the questions, instead of the Senator from Idaho 
or this committee, would you take the fifth amendment before them? 

Mr. Yagi. Same answer. 

Senator Welker. In other words, you wouldn’t be fair to the work- 
ers who are out there working and paying dues to a union that you 
might belong to? 

Mr. Yagt. Same answer. 

Senator Johnston. Are you an American? 

Mr. Yagi. I beg your pardon ? 

Senator Johnston. Are you an American? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Yagi. Yes, I am. . . . 

Senator Johnston. Do you believe in the American principles? 

Mr. Yagi. Yes, definitely. 

Senator Johnston. You are against Communists, then? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Yagi. Same answer. 

Senator 'Welker. May I ask a question, Mr. Chairman? 

Mr. Witness, we have thousands and thousands of members of the 
armed services here on this beautiful island and on your island. What 
would you think, since you have told Chairman Johnston that you 
are an American, if one of those men in the uniform of the United 
States Army or Navy, Marine Corps, Air Force, would take the fifth 
amendment when he were asked whether or not he was a member of 
the Communist Party? What would you think, Mr. Witness? 
Would you think he would be a very good member of our armed serv- 
ices; would you think he would be a very good American? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Yagi. Same answer. 

Senator Welker. I wonder if you have any pamphlet distributed 
to the workers of this area and your area about your testimony here? 

Mr. Yagi. Same answer. 

Senator Welker. You won’t run a three-quarter page ad on your 
testimony, will you ? 

Mr. Yagi. Same answer. 

Senator Welker. Did you object to the ad that appeared in the 
paper the day before we started our hearing here? 

Mr. Yagi. Same answer. 

Mr. Welker. That is all. 

Mr. Morris. We have one more witness, Senator. 

Senator Johnston. The witness is excused at the present time; we 
may need him later. . 

Mr. Andersen. This witness lives on an outside island, which is 
quite a ways from here. 

Senator Welker. Not near California? 

Mi-. Andersen. It is quite a little airplane trip from here. 
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Mr. Morris. Senator, as I said before, we are handicapped this 
morning by the fact that we do not have access to our files. In the 
event that it may be necessary, Senator, to recall him, I will call Mr. 
Andersen and give him ample notice so that he might bring this witness 
back from the other island. 

Senator Welker. May I ask a question ? How long would it take 
for him to go home, Mr. Andersen ? 

Mr. Andersen. I imagine it is about three-quarters of an hour 
flight. Isn’t it? 

Senator Welker. I think in fairness he should be permitted to go to 
his island, under subpena, and I am sure counsel will bring him back 
at any time we want him. 

Mr. Andersen. And may this apply also to the next witness? 

Senator Johnston. He is temporarily excused, with that under- 
standing. 

Mr. Andersen. We will be very happy to cooperate. 

Senator Johnston. The attorneys will have him back here if we 
need him. 

Mr. Morris. That will also apply to the next witness, if we need 
him. 

Senator Johnston. And it will be the same with the next witness. 
As I understand, he lives out on another island. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, now that we’ve gotten onto the subject 
of those Communists who apparently are associated with the ILWU, 
I would like the record to show that there are some people whom we 
have decided not to subpena here this morning. For instance, Jack 
Hall. Now, Jack Hall and certain other individuals convicted in the 
Smith Act trial have not been subpenaed, because we want to avoid 
any possibility of prejudicing their rights in connection with their 
appeal. And for that reason some of these people have not been 
subpenaed. 

Now, the last witness we have scheduled for this morning is Mr. 
Frank Silva. 

Senator Johnston. Mr. Silva, raise your right hand and be sworn. 
Do you solemnly swear that the evidence you give before this sub- 
committee to be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, 
so help you, God? 

TESTIMONY OE FRANK SILVA 

Mr. Silva. I do. Sir, may I ask you a question of privilege? I 
would like to have this light turned off because it hits me in the eye, 
and also the television camera turned off. 

Mr. Morris. There is no television camera here, Mr. Silva. 

Mr. Silva. How about the light; could we have it turned off? It is 
a strong glare. 

Senator Welker. Well, now, just a minute. If it is hurting you, 
what do you think it is doing to us up here ? 

Mr. Silva. I am just asking as a matter of privilege. 

Senator Welker. My heavens ! We want to be as fair to you as 
we can, but you are asking an awful lot and you are giving very little. 

Senator Johnston. It is really turned on us more than it is turned 
on you, I think. We can turn it a little more around. Turn it just a 
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little bit around this way. We don’t object to it, naturally, since the 
light is not hurting anybody. That is fine. It is a little off of him 
and more on us, so that’s perfectly all right. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, may I read again, in connection with 
the 1955 Report of the Commission, again on the subject of tire ILWU, 
and this time by way of stating a conclusion? 

In summary, the evidence that the ILWU was Communist dominated included 
the following points: (a) Communist or Communist-trained labor leaders hold 
key positions in the union and among its paid employees. There is detailed 
testimony by former Communists and formed ILWU leaders that the ILWU 
is Communist controlled. The ILWU supports Communist publications, the 
ILWU supports Communist-front organizations, the ILWU supports Communist 
causes. There is machinery for Ihe ILWU leadership to submit disputes between 
itself and the Communist Party and finally to Communist Party headquarters 
in New York, (g) The ILWU was expelled from the CIO as a Communist- 
dominated union in 1050 and neither its leadership nor its policies have changed 
substantially since then. The ILWU has never taken an official stand critical of 
the Soviet Union or condemnatory of its policies, (i) The ILWU is the principal 
instrument for disseminating Communist propaganda in Hawaii. (/) This Com- 
mission knows of no policy or action of the ILWU which is contrary to the 
Communist Party line. 

Under the heading “Propaganda” also among “Conclusions”: 

The ILWU publicity and education department, well supplied with funds, 
consists of the following activities: (u) The ILWU research department; (ft) 
the ILWU Dispatcher; (c) the ILWU Washington Report; (ri) the ILWU ed- 
ucational service, local 142, Hawaii; (e) the ILWU Reporter, local 142. Hawaii; 
( f ) the ILWU public relations department, local 142, Hawaii; subdivisions (1) 
Japanese language radio broadcasts, (2) English language radio broadcasts, 
(3) Philippine language radio broadcasts. 

According to ILWU reports, the sum of $199,G04.50 was expended to maintain 
this propaganda apparatus during the year 1953. This sum was itemized as 
follows. 

And there follows an itemization. 

Mr. Chairman, I think that particular information is relevant and 
I think we will have someone, one of the witnesses on Monday whom we 
can ask some questions about that particular statement. 

Senator Johnston. Very well. 

Mr. Morris. Now, will you give your full name and address to the 
reporter, Mr. Silva? 

Mr. Silva. My name is Frank Silva — Frank G. Silva. 

Mr. Morris. And where do you reside, Mr. Silva? 

Mr. Silva. I live on Kauai, T. H. 

Mr. Morris. And what is your address on Kauai? 

Mr. Silva. Post Office Box 324, Puhi, Kauai. 

Mr. Morris. Now are you the ranking ILWU representative on that 
island? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Silva. I decline to answer on the basis of the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Morris. In other words, you will not tell this committee whether 
or not you are the ranking ILWU official on Kauai ? 

Mr. Silva. Same answer, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Are you a Communist, Mr. Silva? 

Mr. Silva. Same answer, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Have you attended Communist meetings on Kauai? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Silva. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Have you attended Communist meetings here on Oahu ? 
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Mr. Silva. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Now do you know the ranking UPW official on Kauai; 
namely, Jackie Rodrigues? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Silva. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Pardon? 

Mr. Silva. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. “Same answer.” Now are you acquainted with the dis- 
missal of David K. Wong; he was the manager and chief engineer 
of the county waterworks board until 1955 ; are you acquainted with 
that gentleman ? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Silva. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Now', did you and Mr. Rodrigues conspire to have that 
man removed from his position during the year 1955 ? 

Mr. Silva. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, I would like to put into the record a 
newspaper clipping which indicates that — it is under the heading 
“Kauai board is criticized for firing water chief.” We have received 
information that the head of the United Public Workers on Kauai and 
the head of the ILWU on Kauai, which is the witness before here, 
work very closely together in all their activities there. This clipping 
indicates — I will reacl the clipping. This is from Kauai. 

September 27, 1955. — The board of supervisors was under heavy fire today 
for its abrupt dismissal, without a hearing, Friday, of David K. Wong, manager 
and chief engineer of the county waterworks board. Republican leaders called 
the charges oppression and asserted the public is entitled to the facts. They 
were joined by William Moragne, former chairman of the waterworks board. 
Wong was fired by a 4 to 2 vote of the board, with no formal charges being 
brought against him and with no opportunity to be heard. But it was clearly 
established that the move to fire Wong was directed and pushed by the United 
Public Workers, a government employees union through its Kauai chief, 
Jackie Rodrigues. 

Now, could you tell us about that episode? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Silva. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Have you been working in close concert with the 
United Public Workers on Kauai? 

Mr. Silva. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Well, the United Public Workers and the ILWU both 
have the same office, do they not ? 

Mr. Silva. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. They certainly do here in Honolulu, do they not? 

Mr. Silva. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, may I put the whole clipping into the 
record? 

Senator Johnston. The whole clipping shall become a part of the 
record. 

Mr. Morris. And I also have a clipping here, Senator, which is 
dated a few days later, which indicates that the board of supervisors 
yesterday refused to reconsider its dismissal of David F. Wong as 
manager and chief engineer of the county waterworks department. 

May that go into the record, too, Senator? 

Senator Johnston. That shall go into the record also. 
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(The clippings referred to above were marked 385 and 385-A and 
may be found in the subcommittee files.) 

Mr. Morris. Now, were you formerly the director of the United 
Farm Equipment Workers ? 

Mr. Silva. Same answer, sir. 

Mr. Morris. You will not tell us whether or not you were formerly 
the director of the United Farm Equipment Workers of America? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Sir. Silva. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Where were you born, Mr. Silva? 

Mr. Silva. Kauai. 

Mr. Morris. When did you last see Charles Fujimoto ? 

Mr. Silva. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Now, the committee has been told of a meeting that 
took place in the home of Mr. Epstein last Saturday night. The 
address and everything was mentioned yesterday in the record. Did 
you attend that particular meeting, Mr. Silva? 

Mr. Silva. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. You will not tell us whether or not you were one of the 
people that attended that meeting? 

Mr. Silva. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, in view of the witness’ responses, 1 
would say at this time I have no more questions. And I hope, Senator, 
for all practical purposes we have completed the examination. If, 
however, on examining the records, which are not available here this 
morning, there is need of further interrogation, I will give counsel 
Andersen or Counsel Symonds adequate time for them to bring the 
witness back. 

Senator Johnston. I want the lawyers to understand that; that 
they will bring him back, like the other witness excused just now; 
you can get him back on short notice. 

Mr. Andersen. It is common practice which is always done, and 
you have our assurance. 

Senator Johnston. He is under subpena but only to come back after 
we have notified you. 

Mr. Andersen. Yes. Of course. 

Senator Welker. Mr. Witness, you took the fifth amendment when 
interrogated about whether or not you attended a meeting at the home 
of Mr. Epstein last Saturday night. 

Since you have been here on this island, have you attended any 
meetings anyplace ? 

Mr. Silva. I would like to get advice on that. 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Air. Silva. Same answer. 

Senator Welker. Where have you been since you have been here? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Silva. Same answer. 

Senator Welker. Where have you stayed ? 

Mr. Silva. Same answer. 

Senator Welker. I)o you want to tell us what hotel you live at, 
what home you live at ? 

Mr. Silva. Same answer. 

Senator Welker. You think it might tend to incriminate you if you 
gave us an honest, truthful statement as to what hotel you lived in? 
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Mr. Silva. Same answer. 

Senator Welker. You have been at some hotel or home, have you 
not? 

Mr. Silva. Same answer. 

Senator Welker. You don’t mean to leave the inference with the 
committee that you haven’t been in a home ? 

Mr. Silva. Same answer. 

Senator Welker. Now, in all fairness. Now, let’s get right down 
to a level. What in heaven’s name can hurt you if you tell us that 
you have lived at a certain home, that you lived in a certain hotel? 
Would that tend to incriminate you, you think ? 

Mr. Silva. Same answer. 

Senator Welker. As a matter of fact, you have been told exactly 
what you are going to say to this subcommittee, haven’t you? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Silva. Same answer. 

Senator Welker. You didn’t need any advice on that, did you ? 

Mr. Silva. Same answer. 

Senator Welker. As a matter of fact, you received a mimeographed 
copy of your orders and your instructions as to what you were to do 
when you appeared before this subcommittee? 

Mr. Silva. Same answer. 

Senator Welker. Will you admit or will you deny the fact that you 
have so received those instructions? As to what you were going to 
say when you appeared before this committee. 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Silva. Same answer. 

Senator Welker. I will ask you if it isn’t a fact that you in that 
mimeographed sheet, that some long missed person well known to you 
sent to this committee, you were told to give your name and your local 
address only and to take the fifth amendment from thence on. Isn’t 
that a fact? 

Mr. Silva. Same answer. 

Senator Welker. Have you ever been in the State of California? 

Mr. Silva. Same answer. 

Senator Welker. Have you ever been outside of the Islands? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Silva. Same answer. 

Senator Welker. Now, I want to say this as an observation, Mr. 
Chairman. I’ve probably been in the field of criminal law as much 
as your able counsel, and I probably respect the Bill of Rights as 
much as anyone in this hearing room, and I can’t understand why you 
will treat this committee as you have by refusing to answer even the 
simplest questions whatsoever. 

Can’t you give me some comment on that? I would like to know 
when I leave this beautiful island just why, just why you have at- 
tempted, as all the other witnesses have, to hide behind that privilege 
granted to you by the Constitution of the United States, and if you 
were a Communist, the Communists would be the first to destroy that 
Constitution? Do you have any observation you would like to make 
on that ? 

Mr. Silva. What’s the question? 

Senator Welker. Aren’t you listening? 

Will you read back the question to him ? 
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(The question was read by the reporter.) 

Mr. Silva. The same answer. 

Senator Welker. I am through. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, you have asked me for — as to whether 
or not the ILWU has ever been on the Attorney General’s list. The 
answer is “No.” 

I have the spelling here of Mr. Borthwick’s name. It is William 
Borthwick. 

And I think that is all, Senator. I have an executive session sched- 
uled for Monday morning at 9 o’clock, followed by the open hearing 
at 9 : 30 o’clock. I will require at least one Senator who will appear 
in the executive session. 

Senator Johnston. At what time? 

Mr. Morris. At 9 and then the open hearing will be at 9 : 30. 

Senator Johnston. I will ask Senator Butler to be at the executive 
session at 9 o’clock. We will have our regular meeting at 9 : 30. 

The committee is adjourned until that time. 

(Whereupon, at 11:44 a. m., the committee was adjourned.) 
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MONDAY, DECEMBER 3, 1956 

United States Senate, 

Subcommittee to Investigate the Administration 
of the Internal Security Act and Other Internal 

Security Laws of the Committee on the Judiciary, 

Honolulu , T. H. 

The subcommittee met, pursuant to adjournment, at 9 : 30 a. m., in 
the senate chamber, Iolani Palace, Senator Herman Welker presiding. 

Present: Senator Eastland, chairman; Senators Watkins, John- 
ston, Welker, Butler. 

Also present: Robert Morris, chief counsel; Benjamin Mandel, 
research director. 

Senator Welker. The meeting will come to order. 

Mr. Morris. Senator, before we begin today I would like to make 
the announcement that our research director, Ben Mandel, is back, 
and he would like to express publicly the good service that he has 
received here in the last few days. 

Mr. Mandel. 

Senator Welker. Mr. Mandel, we are glad to have you back. I 
am sure the people of this island are glad you’re back. Do you desire 
to make a statement? 

Mr. Mandel. I desire to express my deepest gratitude to the man 
responsible for my rescue, W. P. Wing of San Francisco, and to 
Hazel Minaodani, and Ivosei Nitta. I also wish to express my appre- 
ciation of the splendid work of the Queens Hospital and the staff of 
nurses and physicians there that did, I think, a splendid job. [Laugh- 
ter and prolonged applause.] 

Senator Welker. Mr. Mandel, the chairman, speaking on behalf of 
the entire committee and staff, is equally thrilled and happy that you 
are back here with us. We desire to thank all the individuals who 
saved your life. We desire to thank Queens Hospital, physicians 
and nurses; it was just the finest work that possibly could be done, 
and we say “Thank you, all of you.” 

Now, call your first witness. 

Mr. Morris. Dr. Phillips, take the stand, please. 

Senator Welker. Raise your right hand and be sworn. 

Do you solemnly swear the testimony you will give before the sub- 
committee will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the 
truth, so help you God? 

Dr. Phiiaaps. I do. 
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TESTIMONY OE LYLE G. PHILLIPS 

Senator Welker. Your name, please? 

Dr. Phillips. My name is Lyle G. Phillips. 

Senator Welker. What is your occupation or profession? 

Dr. Phillips. I am a physician and surgeon. 

Senator Welker. How long have you been so engaged ? 

Dr. Phillips. 32 years. 

Senator Welker. 32 years. And your residence, please? 

Dr. Phillips. 2723 Puuhonua Street, Honolulu. 

Senator Welker. Your witness, counsel. 

Mr. Morris. Dr. Phillips, you are a native of Wisconsin, are you 
not? 

Dr. Phillips. That’s correct. 

Mr. Morris. And how long have you resided in Hawaii ? 

Dr. Phillips. Thirty-two years. 

Mr. Morris. Now, you are the past president, are you not, of the 
Hawaii Territorial Medical Association? 

Dr. Phillips. I am. 

Mr. Morris. Have you had any other professional experiences such 
as that, Dr. Phillips? 

Dr. Phillips. I am a fellow of the American College of Surgeons. 

Mr. Morris. Have you been president of the Hawaii Residents 
Association ? 

Dr. Phillips. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. When were you president of the Hawaii Residents 
Association ? 

Dr. Phillips. In 1951. 

Mr. Morris. What is that association called? 

Dr. Phillips. The Hawaii Residents Association, also known by 
the Hawaiian word “Imua,” meaning “forward.” 

Mr. Morris. You are now a director of that organization? 

Dr. Phillips. I am a member of the board of directors of that 
organization. 

Mr. Morris. Now, before joining Imua, did you investigate the 
purpose of that organization, the purpose and the history of that 
organization? 

Dr. Phillips. Yes, sir; I did. When I was asked to be president 
of the organization, in 1951, I made a very careful and thorough 
personal investigation of the organization, and I satisfied myself 
that it was not against labor, that it wasn’t an agent of management, 
and that it was not politically partisan. I found and was convinced 
that it was completely and sincerely dedicated to its three-point pro- 
gram. First, to combat communism and all subversive activities; 
second, to live and work together in racial harmony, and, third, to 
demonstrate and maintain the American way of life. I am still con- 
vinced that the organization is devoting its efforts to those objectives, 
and nothing else. 

Mr. Morris. Dr. Phillips, serving as president and a member of the 
board of directors of this organization, you have not received any 
pay for that, have you ? 

Dr. Phillips. No, sir ; to the contrary. 

Senator Butler. Air. Chairman, may I ask a question ? 
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Senator Welker. Senator Butler of Maryland. 

Senator Butler. What is the membership of that organization ? 

Dr. Phillips. There are somewhere between 1,200 and 1,400 mem- 
bers and contributors, sir, I believe. 

. Senator Butler. Thank you. And you say they are a representa- 
tive cross-section of the people of this island? 

Dr. Phillips. Yes, sir; they are. 

Senator Butler. Is it confined exclusively to this island? 

Dr. Phillips. No, sir. We also have members on all of the other 
islands, contributors from all of the other islands. 

Senator Welker. The Chair would like to inquire as to whether or 
not our guests in the rear of the hearing room can hear the witness? 
If so, raise your hands. Thank you. 

Proceed, counsel. 

Senator Johnston. Just one question. 

Senator Welker. Senator Johnston. 

Senator Johnston. You say “contributors”: how do they con- 
tribute ? 

Dr. Phillips. Each year we have a fund raising campaign to carry 
on our work, and voluntary contributions are made on that basis. 

Senator Phillips. Each member doesn’t pay a certain definite 
amount? 

Dr. Phillips. For membership in the organization, it is $6 per year. 

Mr. Morris. Now, Dr. Phillips 

Senator Watkins. May I ask a question? 

Senator Welker. Senator Watkins. 

Senator Watkins. If you do not pay salaries to the board members, 
how do you spend your money ; what do you use that money for ? 

Dr. Phillips. Our budget this last year was $54,000. That covered 
maintaining a staff with an executive secretary, a research director, a 
librarian, office help; it also paid for our broadcasts that we have 5 
nights a week on one of the all-island stations. We also publish and 
circulate a considerable amount of material, printed material. 

Senator Watkins. That is all distributed and the broadcasts are 
made under the direction of the association? 

Dr. Phillips. That is correct. 

Senator Watkins. After a careful and thorough check of what is to 
go out ? 

Dr. Phillips. That is correct. We have a board of directors which, 
I think, is a very good cross-section of this community, which directs 
the affairs and policies of the association. 

Senator Watkins. For the purpose of the record, could you give us 
the names and occupations or professions of the board of directors? 

Dr. Phillips. I don’t have that right at hand. Our president is 
Lawrence M. Judd, former Governor of Hawaii ; and I would have 
to — perhaps Mr. Orr, our executive secretary 

Senator Watkins. If you could supply it for the record and have it 
inserted — I ask, Mr. Chairman, that that information be submitted 
later and inserted into the record at this point. 

Senator Watkins. It will be so ordered. 

(The list of officials as carried on the organization’s letterhead as 
of November 30, 1956, was marked “Exhibit No. 386,” and is as 
follows:) 
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Exhibit No. 386 
Hawaii Residents’ Association 

Executive officers: Lawrence M. Juclcl, president; Brig. Gen. K. J. Fielder 
(retired), first vice president; Edward N. Yamasaki, second vice president; Mrs. 
Ronald Q. Smith, secretary ; Bishop Trust Co., Ltd., treasurer. 

Directors : Conrad K. Akamine ; Harold J. Ancill ; Paul H. Anderson ; Benja- 
min E. Ayson ; Mrs. B. Howell Bond ; Mrs. Alice Spalding Bowen ; Mrs. Claude 
Buffett ; Ralph B. Cloward, M. D. ; Philip M. Corboy, M. D. ; Edward M. De- 
Harne ; Mrs. Walter F. Dillingham; Clarence E. Fronk, M. D. ; Yim Kai Look, 
O. D. ; Esmond I. Parker ; Lyle G. Phillips, M. D. ; Guy N. Rothwell ; T. G. Single- 
hurst. 

Wynthrop M. Orr, executive vice president; Robert C. Rhoads, research di- 
rector. 

Senator Watkins. Thank you, Dr. Phillips. 

Senator Welker. Proceed, counsel. 

Mr. Morris. Dr. Phillips, your work as president and director of 
Imua, has that required your firsthand attention to events bearing 
on communism in the islands? 

Dr. Phillips. Yes; it has. 

Mr. Morris. Will you tell us specifically and with as much detail 
as possible the extent of efforts that you have made in order to acquaint 
yourself with the Communist situation in Hawaii? 

Dr. Phillips. By way of explanation, I would like to make this pre- 
liminary remark. That after serving in 1951 as president of Imua, 
the Hawaii Residents Association, I developed an interest from con- 
cern over the future welfare of Hawaii, also concern over national 
security, which has prompted my continual close association with 
Imua ever since and active participation in its activities over the past 
6 years. I have undertaken to keep fully informed in regard to Com- 
munist activities in Hawaii during all of this time. 

I have done a tremendous amount of reading reports of the com- 
mission on subversive activity, reports of the House and Senate investi- 
gative committees ; I attended many of the sessions, listened to the evi- 
dence, in the trial of Hawaii’s seven Communists; I have read fairly 
regularly such Communist publications as the New York Daily 
Worker, the People’s Daily World, the Honolulu Record ; I have kept 
pretty well posted on ILWU propaganda; listened to McElrath’s 
broadcasts : read The ILWU Dispatcher Reporter; I have also read 
various writings of David Thompson, ILWU education director, who 
has been identified by the commission as a Communist; and I have 
listened to various statements and broadcasts by Henry Epstein, the 
UPW — United Public Workers — director, also an identified Commu- 
nist. I have also followed the activities of these people who have 
been named as Communists by the commission, as reported in the daily 
press, and also I have followed the daily press in regard to the activities 
of political candidates and legislators, especially in regard to their 
relation to known Communists. 

Senator Butler. May I ask a question, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Welker. Senator Butler. 

Senator Butler. Have you, through your experience in that field, 
found any infiltration into either political party of the islands? 

Dr. Phillips. Yes, sir. 

Senator Butler. To what extent l 

Dr. Phillips. Slay I take that up a little later ? 
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Senator Butler. Yes. 

Dr. Phillips. I will have something to say on that, Senator. 

Senator Welker. So ordered. 

Mr. Morris. Now, you have, Dr. Phillips, attended to this particu- 
lar problem in the way that you have just described, over the last 6 
years ? 

Dr. Phillips. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. You have attended to this problem of Communist 
influence here in the islands over the last G years in the way that you 
have just described ? 

Dr. Phillips. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. You tried to observe this in your position as president 
and director of Imua ? 

Dr. Phillips. That’s right. 

Mr. Morris. For the periods that yon held the respective positions? 

Dr. Phillips. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Now, have you come to any conclusions, Doctor? 

Dr. Phillips. Yes, sir ; I have. 

Mr. Morris. What is your conclusion ? 

Dr. Phillips. It is my considered conclusion, that I have arrived 
at slowly and definitely, that nowhere that I know of in the United 
I States have identified Communists gone further in obtaining their 
primary objectives than in the Territory of Hawaii. 

Senator Butler. You say you will come to it later, but to what 
extent and in what directions has infiltration taken place? 

Dr. Phillips. First, may I mention these objectives, which are quite 
apparent, I think. They are the same objectives that the Communist 
Party used in gaining control in Guatemala, Czechoslovakia, and pres- 
ently in Singapore, and many other places. Those objectives are these, 
in my opinion : 

To infiltrate and control a major segment of the community’s labor 
forces. Now, by “a major segment,” down here I mean control of the 
sugar and pineapple industries and the waterfront. Those are so 
essential to us that control of them by t lie labor unions and by the 
Communist leaders of those labor unions amount effectively to the 
control of our economy. 

Also, to a lesser degree, there has been control of governmental and 
hospital employees. 

The second point is this. To use this power derived from that con- 
trol of labor to control politics, thereby making possible their ultimate 
aim ; the third, to control our Government. 

Mr. Morris. Those are the objectives. Now, all of the objectives 
haven’t been attained, have they, Dr. Phillips ? 

Dr. Phillips. To a considerable degree, as I hope to point out to 
you, they have been attained. 

Mr. Morris. Proceed, Doctor. 

Dr. Phillips. I would like to make this statement. When I referred 
to known Communists or identified Communists, I would like it to 
be understood that I refer only to individuals who have been identi- 
fied by properly authorized government agencies, and identified on 
the basis of sworn testimony by those agencies, and so reported. 

Mr. Morris. So when you refer to a known Communist, present 
or past, you refer to someone who has been affirmatively identified 
by sworn testimony before an official agency? 
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Dr. Phillips. That’s right. 

Mr. Morris. Proceed, Doctor. 

Dr. Phillips. I would like to proceed first in taking up these 
points — the control of labor, the infiltration in politics, and the con- 
trol of government — first of all, by discussing the control over labor 
down here. 

The ILWU and the UPW control labor in sugar, pineapples, the 
waterfront, and to a considerable extent in government and the hos- 
pitals. And by virtue of control of the waterfront and the sugar and 
pineapple industries, they assert a power over the community's well- 
being far in excess of their numbers. 

I would like to point out that, over all these 6 years, and before 
that, according to my reading, there has been the same leadership, 
the same individuals at the top of these unions. Hall, McElrath, 
Miyagi, Yagi, Arena, Thompson, Ah Quong McElrath, I think she 
calls herself, Kealoha, Ivealilio, Ichimura, Kitimoto, Fujisaki, Ukio 
Abe, Elisaki, Okado, Oshiro, Osaki, Shumizo, and Frank Silva. All 
of these names appearing in the last report of the Commission on 
Subversive Activity. 

Now to proceed" to a discussion of political power and influence 
of these Communist leaders. I prepared a brief summary of the early 
days, that is, in 1947, which I would like to present. 

In 1947 there was a political action committee under Jack Hall’s 
guidance. Fourteen of thirty representatives elected to Hawaii’s 
legislature last year had endorsement by this committee. 

Mr. Morris. Fourteen out of thirty ? Is that what you said, Dr. 
Phillips? 

Dr. Phillips. Fourteen out of thirty; yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Fourteen out of thirty. 

Dr. Phillips. The following year the Communists practically took 
over the Democratic Party machinery on the island of Oahu, this 
island, by a clever maneuver. The Democratic county chairman, Lau 
Ah Chew, was persuaded to deactivate all Democratic precinct clubs 
as of midnight, March 31, 1948. 

The following day new precinct elections were held and the next 
day bewildered Democrats woke up to find that Communists and 
Communist sympathizers and individuals under Communists control 
had taken over. 

Senator Johnston. Doctor, how did he have authority to do that? 

Dr. Phillips. I don’t know. All I know is that 

Senator Johnston. Was there a law or rule? 

Dr. Phillips. It was done. 

Senator Johnston. I think that ought to be entered into the record, 
just how he did that or by what authority he did that. 

Dr. Phillips. I don’t believe that the source of my information, 
which is the report of the commission on subversive activities, has 
anything to say about that. 

Senator Johnston. I think that is very important, to see just by 
what authority he did that. 

Mr. Morris. Senator, I will try to get the answer to that question 
for you and have it presented to the subcommittee. 

Senator Johnston. I think it ought to be here. 

(The information requested was not available when this hearing 
was sent to the printer.) 
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Senator Watkins. Mr. Chairman, why couldn’t we call the man 
who made the order? Maybe he could supply the source of his 
authority. 

Dr. Phillips. That, 1 understand, was Mr. Lau Ah Chew, who 
at that time was the county chairman of the Democratic Party on 
this island. 

Mr. Morris. Proceed, Doctor. 

Dr. PuiLLirs. To continue. Of 811 precinct club officers checked 
by the commission, 175 were either Communist members, Communist 
sympathizers, or subject to Communist discipline, according to the 
commission on subversive activities. Wilfred M. Oka and Mrs. Peggy 
T. Uesugi, both listed by the commission as Communists, became 
secretary and assistant secretary of the Oahu County Democratic 


Committee. 

Mr. Morris. You mean that a known Communist and an identified 
Communist became secretary of the county committee? 

Dr. Phillips. Secretary and assistant secretary of the Oahu County 
committee, yes, sir. 

At the 1948 Territorial Convention of the Democratic Party, 41 
Communist Party members served as delegates or alternates. 

Mr. Morris. That is out of how many, Dr. Phillips; do you know? 

Dr. Phillips. 1 think some four hundred odd. I am not sure about 
that. Approximately. 

This was the occasion described by Governor Stainback in his testi- 
mony before you last week, when loyal Democrats walked out and 
held their own convention. 

According to the commission on subversive activity, it -has in its 
possession sworn testimony that the mass infiltration of the Demo- 
cratic Party which I have just described was planned at a meeting 
of the executive committee of the Communist Party of Oahu held at 
the home of Jack Hall early in 1948. 

Persons who attended that meeting, the commission reported in 
1955, are still prominently identified with the ILWU. Six of them 
were convicted of Smith Act violation 3 y 2 years ago but are still out 
on bail, pending appeal. 

And now may I proceed with further discussion of the political 
activity? In 1954 the ILWU leadership concentrated on candidates 
for office, and they elected enough of their endorsed candidates to 
exert, in my opinion, a profound effect on the 1955 legislative session. 

In the 1956 elections, just ended, there was also concentration on 
candidates. Candidates were called in for informal talks; many of 
them were subjected to interviews with candidates. I have been told 
that many of them were questioned by Robert McElratli, Newt Miyagi, 
and others. A great amount of free radio time was given by the 
ILWU to candidates, and many of them availed themselves of that 
free time. It was offered to all candidates, I understand, many of 
whom refused to accept it, and at least one of them agreed to accept 
it providing there was permission to pay for the time, but that was 
not granted, it had to be free time or else. 

Senator Butler. Do you know of your personal knowledge whether 
or not the ILWU or the UPW contributed directly to any of the 
successful candidates in that election ? 

Dr. Phillips. Contributed funds? 
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Senator Butler. Yes. 

Dr. Phillips. No, I do not know. 

Senator Butler. Do you have any reporting system on political 
elections in the Islands? 

Dr. Phillips. No, sir. 

Senator Butler. The candidates don’t have to file reports ? 

Dr. Phillips. Oh, yes, yes. I beg your pardon. They do. 

Senator Butler. Have you ever examined any of those reports ? 

Dr. Phillips. No, I haven’t. Just as they — the lump sums that 
they spent were reported in the public press. 

I would like also to point out that, in this 1956 election campaign, 
the press reported that the ILWU legislative committee, a committee 
of nine, who, according to the press, would endorse political candi- 
dates acceptable to ILWU leadership, included the following: Thomas 
Yagi, director of the Maui division of the ILWU, a known Commu- 
nist ; Tadashi Ogawa, director of the Oahu division of the ILWU, a 
known Communist; and Newton Miyagi, secretary-treasurer of the 
ILWU, local 142. 

Mr. Morris. Now, you say that they were 3 of the 9 members of the 
legislative committee of the ILWU ? 

Dr. Phillips. That’s right. 

Mr. Morris. That engaged in the activities that you have described ? 

Dr. Phillips. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, if I might break in, we have Mr. 
Miyagi standing by, available for testimony. His name has come up 
once already in Dr. Phillips’ testimony, and we have called him here, 
to give Mr. Miyagi an opportunity to make any comments whatever 
he might have on the specific points of Dr. Phillips’ testimony. 

Senator Johnston. Doctor, when you say “known Communists,” 
could you expand on that a little bit and tell us just how you know 
they are known Communists? 

Dr. Phillips. I explained that earlier, Senator. I would be glad 
to explain again. When I mention “known Communists” or “identi- 
fied Communists,” I am referring to individuals who have been iden- 
tified as Communists and so declared in the reports of the Territorial 
commission on subversive activities or other governmental investiga- 
tive bodies. 

Senator Johnston. So you are using that report to identify them? 

Dr. Phillips. That’s right. 

Senator Johnston. As known Communists. 

Dr. Phillips. That’s right. 

Senator Johnston. That explains it. 

Dr. Phillips. It is my own understanding that those statements 
and identifications by the commission on subversive activities arc 
based on sworn testimony which the commission accepted as true. 

Senator Johnston. Not convicted but by sworn testimony at these 
hearings 

Dr. Phillips. Before the commission. 

Senator Johnston. Before the commission ? 

Dr. Philips. Yes, sir ; that’s true. Does that answer your question ? 

Senator Butler. And, Doctor, were those public hearings? 

Dr. Phillips. No; I do not believe they were. Perhaps some of 
them were. Members of the commission could answer that question 
for you. I am relying on the reports of the commission as published. 
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Senator Welker. Proceed, Doctor. 

Dr. Phillips. I have discussed the control of labor ; I have discussed 
the activities, and this has been a very brief, not a comprehensive, 
discussion of political activities, just enough to give you an idea, and 
now I would like to proceed to a discussion of the apparent influence 
on our Government, particularly on the last legislature. 

It was quite apparent to those who visited the legislature fre- 
quently — 

Mr. Morris. Did you so visit ? 

Dr. Phillips. I did. That known Communists kept vigil on Iolani 
Palace during the entire session and were observed to be on terms of 
intimacy, friendliness, with many legislators. 

Mr. Morris. Will you give us an example of that, Dr. Phillips? 

Dr. Phillips. Oh, I frequently came over here during the legisla- 
tive session and observed Robert McElrath and Henry Epstein in 
their close relationships with members of the legislature, apparently 
on the freest of terms and quite intimate. 

Mr. Morris. Senator, I think it would probably be advisable if we 
asked Dr. Phillips — I don’t know; you make the decision — whether 
or not he should mention the names of any of the legislators. We 
try not to, unless we give these people an opportunity to say so. 

Senator Welker. No ; we will not do that. 

Mr. Morris. So if you tell us about examples, Doctor, will you 
mention only the names of the people you describe as “known Com- 
munists” on terms of great intimacy and friendliness with legislators, 
but do not mention the names of the legislators, because, according to 
our procedure, we would then have to bring the legislators in to make 
comment on that testimony. We try as much as possible to give every- 
one whose name is mentioned an opportunity to answer. So you can 
see why the insertion of any names into the record would prolong 
these hearings. 

Dr. Phillips. I understand. I would like to quote from a press 
report that appeared during the session of the legislature, for its sig- 
nificance. Commenting on the tax bill which was pending before the 
legislature, this press report said this — and I quote : 

If the bill had not passed the house by midnight, Senate President William 
Heen had warned he would adjourn the upper house and end the session. The 
house had worked during the day with intention of doing so, even before the 
senate gave its ultimatum to Speaker Charles Kauhane. The speaker would not 
disclose his own plans. At 8 p. m. he went into a meetnig with Robert McElrath 
and several other ILWU recresentatives. 

Then I would like to submit also as being significant, the matter of 
a measure which was brought before the legislature for exemption 
of the ILWU memorial clubhouse from taxation. This measure passed 
the house, the senate, and went to the Governor, where it was vetoed. 
I have here a certified copy of two pages from the journal of the 
house of representatives of the last legislature, from which I would 
like to read. On page 1281 there is the following : 

A message from the Governor (Governor’s message No. 25, returning bill No. 
58 without his approval) was read by the clerk, as follows: “In accordance 
with section 49 of the Organic Act, I return herewith, without my approval, 
house bill No. 58. The purpose of this bill is to exempt from the real property 
tax all property owned and used exclusively by the ILWU Memorial Associa- 
tion in the Territory of Hawaii. The exemption is granted retroactively to 
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January 1, 1955, and would include property that may be acquired in the future 
as well as property now owned by the association. 

“The ILWU Memorial Association was granted a charter as an eleemosynary 
corporation on May 23, 1950. It was founded by the International Longshore- 
men’s & Warehousemen’s Union ; its membership is limited to present and former 
members of the ILWU. 

“The 1955 report of the territorial commission on subversive activities states 
that ‘Communist activity in Hawaii now appears to be centered almost entirely 
around the ILWU, its satellite union, the UPW, and the Honolulu Record, a 
weekly newspaper largely subsidized by the ILWU.’ 

“Upon the incorporation of the ILWU Memorial Association, 7 of the 10 officers 
and directors were persons who have been identified as having been members 
of the Communist Party ; 4 of the 7 were among the so-called Reluctant 39, 
and 1 of the 4 has been convicted under the Smith Act. Since its incorporation, 
not less than half of the officers and directors of the association have been 
persons who have been identified as having been members of the Communist 
Party. 

“The Attorney General has submitted a report covering this bill, together 
with house bill No. 093 and house bill No. 882, all three measures proposing to 
exempt certain real property from taxation. He advises me that such exemp- 
tions are not within the legislative power conferred by the Hawaiian Organic 
Act. I attach a copy of his memorandum herewith. 

“In view of the foregoing, 1 cannot approve of this legislation.” 

Mr. Morris. In other words, legislation which would give a tax 
exemption ? 

Dr. Phillips. That’s right. And then the journal continues as 
follows : 

The communication, Governor’s message No. 23, was received and placed 
on file. 

Notwithstanding the veto of the Governor to the contrary, Mr. lnouye moved 
for final passage of house bill No. 58, seconded by Mr. Carvalho and carried 
by the following vote of 22 ayes and G noes, with Representatives Hind and 
Yoshinaga being excused. 

And then follows the vote for and against. 

Mr. Morris. Yo need of reading those, Doctor. 

What happened in the senate ? 

Dr. Phillips. The senate did uphold the veto of the Governor, and 
the tax exemption was not granted. 

Mr. Morris. The legislation did not override 

Dr. Phillips. The legislation failed by virtue of the action of the 
Senate. 

Mr. Morris. The point that you make there — excuse me, Senator. 

Senator Johnston. Do you have, for the record, the vote of the 
Senate, Doctor? What it was, how many for, how many against ? 

Dr. Phillips. Is T o; I do not have that, Senator. 

Mr. Morris. 1 will put that in the record at this point, Senator. 

(The vote record was not available when this hearing was sent to 
the printer.) 

The point you make is, Dr. Phillips, that after the Governor had 
made very clear to the legislature that this organization was in fact a 
Communist-controlled association, and despite his warning to the 
legislature, the house of representatives nevertheless proceeded by a 
22 to G vote, to override the veto? 

Dr. Phillips. Yes, sir. I am discussing this in connection with my 
discussion of apparent influence on the last legislature. I am aware 
of the fact that if a doctor inadvertently leaves a sponge or scissors 
in a patient's abdomen and is subsequently up for negligence or mal- 
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practice, that lawyers in the courts use a Latin phrase “Res ipsa 
loquitur.” Do I quote that correctly ? 

Mr. Morris. That is correct. 

Dr. Phillips. Meaning “The facts speak for themselves.” “The 
fact speaks for itself.” 

Senator Welker. Not bad, Doctor. You are getting along pretty 
well. 

Dr. Phillips. The matter of the reduction of the budget of the com- 
mission on subversive activities, I think there has been mention in 
testimony before you, a budget of $-17,000 was recommended. This 
was reduced to $20,000 by the legislature, which was inadequate to 
continue on the activities of the commission on subversive activities, 
and its staff, I understand, was discharged about a month ago for want 
of further funds. It was quite apparent to me one night when I was 
before the house of representatives, in connection with the leaking of 
the report of the commission on subversive activities, that there was a 
move afoot against the commission on subversive activities at that 
time. In that meeting the speaker of the house stated that it was 
intended, and I believe that he introduced a resolution or a measure 
to that effect, to have future members of the commission, that is, the 
commission on subversive activities, appointed by the president of the 

I senate and the speaker of the house. 

Mr. Morris. Rather than by the Governor? 

Dr. Phillips. Rather than by the Governor. Mr. Kauhane was the 
speaker of the house. 

Senator Johnston. Didirt give the Governor any appointments 
whatsoever ? 

Dr. Phillips. In connection with the commission on subversive ac- 
tivities, the statement was made and, as I understand, the measure was 
introduced giving the power of appointment to the commission to the 
speaker of the house and the senate. That, however, failed of passage. 
The commission was adequately — inadequately taken care of, I should 
say, by the reduction of its budget, which effectively scuttled it. 
Senator Watkins. Has it operated at all since that time ? 

Dr. Phillips. I understand that it operated until about a month 
ago, at which time, I understand, the office staff was dismissed, and 
Mr. Emanuel, I think, is on vacation. 

Senator Watkins. They ceased operating because they ran out of 
money ? 

Dr. Phillips. I beg your pardon ? 

Senator Watkins. Did they cease their operations because they ran 
out of money ? 

Dr. Phillips. Yes, sir. That is the reason that has been given, be- 
cause of inadequate funds. 

There has been attached some significance to an incident that oc- 
curred during the legislative session. An item appeared first, I think, 
in the People’s Daily World, the Communist newspaper on the main- 
land, recording that a complimentary gavel had been sent to Harry 
Bridges, head of the ILWU, then in convention in Los Angeles, by 
Speaker Charles Ivauhane, speaker of the House of Representatives of 
the Legislature of Hawaii. It is understood — this was reported in 
the press — that Air. Kauhane gave this gavel to Newton Miyagi, an 
identified Communist, and that Mr. Miyagi transmitted this gavel 
with Mr. Ivauhane’s compliments to Harry Bridges. 
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That has been considered of some significance, I believe. 

I would like to take a few minutes to discuss Communist propa- 
ganda here in the islands. I think you have had some information 
before you on that subject before. It is estimated that at least a quar- 
ter of a million dollars was spent by the ILWU and other Communist 
agencies in propaganda largely affecting the people of this Territory. 
According to the commission on subversive activities, the ILWU re- 
ported that $109,604.50 was spent to maintain its propaganda appa- 
ratus in a single year. 

This has been reported in the 1955 report of the commission. 

We have been advised that maintenance and publishing of the Hono- 
lulu Record, which has been identified as a Communist-front news- 
paper, costs at least $50,000, in addition to this $199,000 which the 
ILWU reports, so that I think that the figure $250,000, or a quarter 
of a million dollars for propaganda, largely devoted, according to the 
commission, to Communist purposes is perhaps on the low side. 

Senator Watkins. May I ask a question at this point ? 

Senator Welker. Senator Watkins. 

Senator Watkins. Is the Record published in the English language 
exclusively ? 

Dr. Phillips. Yes ; it is. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman 

Dr. Phillips. Sometimes pidgin English, but it is the English 
language. 

Senator Watkins. It passes for English, anyway. I say it passes 
for English? 

Dr. Phillips. Yes. Correct. 

Senator Johnston. Does the report break it down in any details 
whatsoever? 

Dr. PniLLirs. Yes; it does. I think that was read into the testi- 
mony the other day, was it not? 

Mr. Morris. That is right, Dr. Phillips. 

Senator Johnston, did — I did bring in with a great deal of detail, 
and that’s one of the reasons, Senator Johnston, we have Mr. Miyagi 
standing by. We are talking about Mr. Miyagi, who is the treasurer 
of local 142 — we are talking about his figures — and for the 3 episodes 
now — we have 3 episodes in the record that you can ask Mr. Miyagi 
about as soon as Dr. Phillips is finished. 

Senator Welker. Yes. I think that can be done. Proceed. 

Mr. Morris. Will you tell us about the character of this propaganda, 
Dr. Phillips? * 

Dr. Phillips. I would like to discuss the character of this propa- 
ganda. It is largely agitational in type and it is uniformly consistent 
with and never diverges from the Communist line and purposes. Some 
if it it has a more or less of a legitimate union aspect, but through it 
nil. over the years that I have followed it, it has been almost entirely 
agitational or largely agitational, and I have never in a single instance 
heard any divergence from or criticism of the Communist line. It is 
quite apparent 

^ Senator Watkins. Just a moment, Doctor. No criticism of the 
Communist line. Has there ever been any criticism of the Communist 
Party? 

Di*. Phillips. None that I know of, sir. 
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Senator Watkins. Or of the Communist nations, Russia and the 
satellites? 

Dr. Phillips. If there has been, I haven’t heard it or read it. 

Senator Watkins. And you have rather carefully gone over all of 
this propaganda, have you not? 

Dr. Phillips. Well, I do practice medicine too, but I have devoted 
a considerable amount of time to this work. 

Senator Watkins. I didn’t expect 

Dr. Phillips. As far as I can. 

Senator Watkins. I didn’t expect you to read it all, because it runs 
into an immense number of words and volume, but in making that 
statement, we would just like to know how extensively you have gone 
into this. We wouldn’t want to be unfair. If they nave ever de- 
nounced the Communists or Russia and the satellite nations, which 
follow the Communist cause, we would like to know about it. 

Dr. PuiLLirs. Nor do I wish to be unfair, Senator. 

Senator Watkins. Yes. 

Dr. Phillips. It is quite apparent that the purpose of this propa- 
ganda is, I would say, threefold. First of all, to stir up racial an- 
tagonism. particularly against the haoles, or the white people here 
in this community : second, to create and promote stress between em- 
ployer and employee and between persons of different economic levels; 
and, third, to destroy respect for government. 

I think that if you gentlemen listened to the broadcast and rebroad- 
cast of Harry Bridges speech before the demonstrators against this 
committee last week, you know what I am talking about when I say — 
refer to that as a good example of agitational propaganda. In that 
there was appeal to racial friction, thei'e was the threat and the bribe 
and the extreme disrespect for properly constituted authority, which 
has. in my opinion, marked all of this* propaganda to which I refer. 

Senator Watkins. Do you have copies of his broadcast? 

Dr. Piiili jps. I believe that we do ; I am not sure. 

Senator Watkins. If you do, submit them so that I can read them. 

Dr. Phillips. If we have them, yes. 

Senator Watkins. I would appreciate the opportunity to read 
them. 

Dr. Phillips. 1 am not sure whether we retape that or not. 

Senator Welker. I know you would, Senator, appreciate that, and 
we will try to get copies of the broadcast. 

Mr. Morris. Senator, we have a record of that. 

(A transcription of the Bridges broadcast as printed in the Hono- 
lulu Record was marked “Exhibit No. oS7” and reads as follows:) 

Exhibit No. 3S7 

[Honolulu Record, December G, 1956] 

Bridges Blasts Eastland Senate Committee 

Hello folks, brothers and sisters, members of the ILWU, and our friends. I 
wish to address you for a few minutes today as to the purpose of this meeting, 
and again to remind you as to the reasons for this union’s existence. 

We are holding a protest meeting, and, as a union, we are protesting the visit 
to these Islands by a Senator of the United States, a Senator who proclaims that 
he is here to investigate communism. We attempted to secure permission, in 
keeping with law, from the local authorities, so that this meeting could be held 
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elsewhere, and that everybody could understand our purpose — what was being 
said and why. But we were unable to secure that proper permission, or legal 
permision, and we eventually secured the services of this auditorium. We were 
denied permission, according to what the local authorities told us, because Mr. 
Eastland apparently didn’t like it. And that’s something new. 

Quite a struggle is being waged at the present time, and it will continue, in 
the United States of America over the rights of certain people, citizens all, to 
be equal before the law, before God, and before the community — a struggle over 
the rights of people not to be discriminated against — their right to go to school 
and not be segregated because of their color or race. That’s an important strug- 
gle. [Applause.] Legislation has been passed, and the courts of our country 
are attempting to enforce that legislation. We just passed through a great 
national election. Hardly a single politician dared try to evade the issue — the 
right of people to be equal and to be treated as equals with the proper dignity 
and respect accorded them no matter where they were born, no matter what their 
color. 

Mr. Eastland and his cohorts do not concede that right to people of America 
who do not have white skins. Now there’s no argument about that. The record 
is clear, and has been clear on that point since this Senator has been in the 
Congress of the United States. He has firmly indicated that he considers the 
Supreme Court of the United States, if not “Communist controlled,” then “Com- 
munist influenced,” because that Court ruled that people of all races have a right 
to attend the schools of our country without discrimination or segregation. Mr. 
Eastland is down here to block statehood for the Territory of Hawaii. He has 
said so, and he says it all the time. He wouldn’t say it here, but he’s down here 
to build a little record to say it in Washington to block what he thinks is legis- 
lation that will come about very shortly to give home rule to this Territory and 
its people and a greater degree of democracy and equality. The way to do that 
is to block statehood, or to argue against it on the grounds that the citizens of 
this Territory cannot be trusted, and especially the citizens who are members 
of the ILWU — to attack their loyalty, as well as their dignity and integrity. 

We don’t have to stand for that, and we don’t intend to. We have a right 
to leave our jobs, and to come up and participate in meetings and to say what 
we think. We do not, and we cannot challenge the right of any congressional 
committee to investigate here or anywhere else, but we do expect to be treated 
with dignity and equality. * * * He (Eastland) considers people who are not 
white inferiors. He said as much, and he has attempted to make a career out 
of being a white supremacist. 

There are some employers here who are protesting that they have had nothing 
to do with the appearance of this committee. If they don’t support the committee 
by their silence, if they don't agree with the committee’s aims, they should say so. 
I don’t expect them to come down here at a meeting and say so, but they should 
say so, instead of trying to tell ns that we haven’t got the right to leave our jobs 
and participate in a protest against the things that Mr. Eastland stands for, 
a protest against his opposition of statehood, a protest against his pretense of in- 
vestigating communism, and in reality trying to whittle down, or weaken, one of 
the strongest [applause] supporters of statehood. (At this point a person made 
up as a Ku Klux Klanner came onto the stage.) Looks like some of the members 
of that committee’s gotten down here. 

We have a union in Hawaii, and we have a union on the mainland, too. I want 
to remind the membership of that. The union here does not stand alone, and no 
individual in the union is going to stand alone. We know how to fight, and fight 
we will. The employers, and some other people in this Territory, seem to want 
to have it both ways. We make recommendations to our rank and file and 
explain the reasons for them, and the rank and file vote on them, and because they 
exercise their democratic right in the union to maybe vote the recommendation 
up or down, somebody tries to say the union is split or in revolt. We can’t have it 
both ways. We can’t have an alleged dictatorship, and when Bridges says, “Go 
on strike,” or, ‘‘Walk out,” or do something, that’s what happens, when, in reality, 
the situation is: Your officers make a recommendation ; they explain the reasons 
for the recommendation; the recommendations are put on a vote; everyone 
exercises his right to vote; and somebody tries to make a split or revolt out of it. 
It’s laughable and it’s not worth us wasting our time on it. 

Now I want to tell you some of the workings of this committee. First of all, I 
speak as sum e what of an expert. I have been answering questions under oath for 
over 20 years. I have been through five trials * * * I know a little about this 
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method of asking questions, trick questions, and other things. I know a little 
about the prosecutions for alleged perjury. 

All the questions this committee wants to ask have been answered by me over 
and over again, time after time, before congressional committees and courts under 
oath, with always the threat of contempt or perjury. And all of you know that. 
There’s not a single question this committee can ask any officer of this union that 
the Congress of the United States hasn’t had the answers to for over 20 years. 
The courts of the United States have had the answers * * * But there was some 
element of fairness and decency and legal protection before those committees, as 
there is before a court of law. You go before a court of law, and you’re asked 
certain questions, the evidence on which the question is based. You have a riglir 
to face and cross-examine your accuser. You have the right to make the friendly 
witness out a liar, and, in most cases, we have been through that and did that over 
a period of many, many years, but Mr. Eastland does not intend to allow anybody 
a right of that kind. 

A congressional committee of this type commanded by a Senator like Mr. East- 
land can prove anything the Senators want to prove, and they know it. They’ll 
bring out the type of evidence, so-called, they want to bring out. They will sup- 
press the type of evidence that will contradict anything they are seeking to bring 
before the people. They will do it by the device of entrapment, by trick questions 
where the victim before the committee faces prosecution for perjury, or prosecu- 
tion for so-called contempt of the committee. 

That is why people resort to the use of the fifth amendment of the Constitution. 
They use their legal and constitutional right — a right, incidentally put in the Bill 
of Rights to protect the innocent as well as any who might be guilty — and they 
refuse to answer because they know the reason that the committee seeks the 
answers is not to acquire information, or to conduct an honest examination, but 
to victimize witnesses, and attempt to hurt his organization. The trick questions 
flow, and sometimes there is some confusion or lack of understanding in the minds 
of people. 

Mr. Eastland soon will be asking officers or members of our union : When was 
the last time you engaged in espionage against the United States? When was 
the last time you got orders from Moscow or some other place? When was the 
last time you committed sabotage? When was the last time you sat down with 
some people, and conspired to be a spy against your country? When was the 
last time you engaged with some alien elements to commit sabotage against the 
United States or its defense institutions? 

* * * And I suppose officers and members of his union will go before that 
committee, and they will be asked, “Now what did you have to do with planning 
or trying to plan an uprising because it says right here in sworn testimony (by 
a former United States general, now retired) before this committee that that 
was what was going on down here.” Well, all of you know it is a lie, and all 
of you know it is nonsense. And, as a matter of fact, that was what was behind 
the official proposal made through our attorneys to have all the subpenaed wit- 
nesses go before the committee, and if they asked, “Are you a Communist ?’’ to 
answer that question “Yes” or “No” ; or — if asked “Have you been a Communist 
for the past several years?” to answer the question “l T es” or “No.” 

Mr. Eastland said he is not concerned with the activities of the union. Well, 
the way it works, you go up and answer a couple of questions like that, and your 
answer is truthful. Then they start asking you, “If you're not a Communist, 
is so and so one?” Don’t try to say, “I don’t know,” because they will run in 
their professional stool pigeons and witnesses to prove that you are lying when 
you said, “I don’t know.” There are people in jail today because of saying 
before a committee in all truthfulness in answer to a question, “Do you know 
if so and so is or has been a Communist?” “I don’t know.” So there is only one 
way. Knowing the committee, knowing the type of chairman it has, knowing 
that he does not concede our equality before the law, then the only thing to 
do — and the officers of this union have had enough experience in it — is to take 
refuge in those provisions of our United States Constitution that were put in 
the Constitution for that specific purpose. 

Mr. Eastland would like nothing better than to tear up the Constitution and 
the Bill of Rights of the United States because he does not believe it should apply 
to all the Nation’s citizens and people — only the ones that he thinks it should 
apply to. Well, we do not agree. 

* * * Mr. Eastland and others who seem to agree with him ought to consider 
something I just told the employers a couple of days ago : “We have no job control 
in this Territory. Every member of the union and every officer who came off the 
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job was put on the job by the employers of this Territory.” We didn’t put them 
there. We organized them into the union, and when we organized them, we didn’t 
look at the color of their skin. We did not ask them what their politics were. 
They were workers. They had been hired by the employers. They were eligible 
for membership in the union — and that's where we want them, and we intend to 
represent them, and improve their wages, hours, and conditions. [Applause.] 

The real grievance Mr. Eastland has against us is that we have been effective 
politically. We have gone to work and tried to help and support candidates for 
public office dedicated to equality and to statehood for Hawaii. Mr. Eastland is 
afraid of that. 

Let us all be of good cheer, full of confidence in our union. Nothing is going to 
happen. We are calm people, and we know what we are doing. We are not moti- 
vated by andy suicidal crazy impulses. We are still doing business at the same 
old stand. 

One of the best messages to our answers that I have seen to Mr. Eastland as 
far as this union is concerned was yesterday when we were able to announce 
another 10 cents an hour increase for the Hawaiian longshoremen [applause], 
effective October 1. That makes a 22 cents an hour increase since June 18; G 
cents from June 18 to September 30 ; another 10 cents from October 1 — Mr. East- 
land doesn’t like it. He doesn’t like it at all because Mr. Eastland doesn’t concede 
the longshoremen in his State the right to get as much wages as longshoremen 
elsewhere because they have black skins. Just remember that. The best answer 
to Mr. Eastland right while he is down here : Wages go up again 10 cents an hour. 
That’s a pretty good record for our union. Not many unions in the United States 
in the last few mouths have increased wages 22 cents an hour. We are going to 
stay that way, and we have to catch up in sugar. We have to catch up in pine, 
and no matter what damage Mr. Eastland tries to do ; no matter how much he 
tries to help the employers of this Territory ; wages in sugar are going up. 
[Applause.] In pineapples, too. [Applause.] And furthermore, everybody is 
going to get those wages. That 10 cents goes to everybody in longshore, not just 
to white people — all people. And as far as Mr. Eastland is concerned, he is not 
going to worry us at all. We just want him to know what we think of him and 
where we stand. 

And in this connection I can assure the members here in the Territory that mil- 
lions upon millions of people agree with you in all walks of life. 

Senator Welkek. Very well. Proceed. 

l)r. Phillips. I would like to discuss the effect of these Communist 
activities and Communist-front propaganda on this community. 

In the last report of the commission on subversive activities, the 
commission refers to the public attitude as being one of apathy and 
indifference. And I concur in that opinion. 

I am convinced that this propaganda has had a definite and un- 
healthy impact, not only on the rank and file of labor, but on people in 
all walks of life. It is consistently anticapitalist, antihaole, anti- 
government. And it definitely has widened the gap between the 
haole, the white, and the nonwhite in this community, a gap which 
people of all races here in Hawaii have sincerely striven to eliminate 
over many decades and in which they have succeeded to a greater extent 
than perhaps any other place in the world. 

There has been a considerable acceptance, an alarming acceptance, 
of these known Communists into the life of the community and its 
civic affairs ; it has been manifested in many ways. In connection with 
this, as one instance, I would like to refer to a pamphlet which was 
published recently by the industrial relations center of the University 
of Hawaii. It is entitled “Labor Management Relations in Hawaii.” 
The table of contents indicates that it contains articles by Mr. Ralph 
O. Beck, who is a vice president of the Hawaiian Telephone Co., by 
Mr. Arthur Rutledge, who is head of one of the A. F. of L. unions 
here, by Mr. C. J. Henderson, who is one of the vice presidents of 
Castle & Cooke ? by Dr. Harold S. Roberts, who is the director of this 
industrial relations center, and an article by David E. Thompson, who 
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is, I understand, the education director of the ILWU and a known 
Communist. 

Mr. Morris. Dr. Phillips, does the book mention Mr. Thompson’s 
position as the educational director of the ILWU ? 

Dr. Phillips. Yes, it does. 

Senator Johnston. He signs it, then, himself, in that capacity, is 
that true? 

Dr. Phillips. May I just — Well, I answered that quickly, but in 
referring here, I do not find that Mr. Thompson is identified as the 
education director of the ILWU. 

Mr. Morris. In other words 

Senator Welker. Do you know him to be the educational director? 

Dr. Phillips. That’s my understanding, yes, sir. 

Senator Welker. You know him to be such ? 

Dr. Phillips. He is reported to be, he is named in the commission 
on subversive activities, his name has appeared as such in various 
connections. 

Senator Welker. And his general reputation here in the community 
is that he is the educational director? 

Dr. Phillips. That’s right. 

Mr. Morris. The point you are making, Dr. Phillips, is that this 
pamphlet, which is distributed quite widely apparently, contains an 
article by David Thompson, does not identify him either as a Com- 
munist or as the educational director of the ILWU ? 

Dr. Phillips. I would like to make two points in connection with 
this. First of all, it is a discussion of labor-management relations in 
Hawaii, and I have read it very carefully and I find no reference 
whatsoever to the Communist influence in labor matters here in the 
islands, an influence which I am convinced affects every facet of labor- 
management here in the Territory. The second point is that Mr. 
David E. Thompson is not identified in this University of Hawaii 
publication as a known Communist, in spite of the fact that the com- 
mission on subversive activities has repeatedly indicated that he is 
an identified Communist. 

I would like to say further that this was published some months 
after the department of public instruction set up a committee, an 
advisory committee on conomic education and requested management- 
labor to send representatives to serve on this advisory committee. I 
am informed that the ILWU sent as its representative Mr. David 
Thompson, its education director, this known Communist that I am 
speaking of, and Mrs. Ah Quong McElrath, who is Mr. McElratli’s 
wife, as their representatives. 

Senator Welker. Counsel, at this point in the proceedings, I think 
we perhaps should hear from Mr. Mandel, our research director, with 
respect to wdiat we find about David E. Thompson, Director of Labor 
Organizations in the Territory of Hawaii, No. 20, Revised March 
1956, Department of Labor and Industrial Relations, Bureau of Re- 
search Statistics, Territory of Hawaii. 

Mr. Mandel. According to the Directory of Labor Organizations, 
Territory of Hawaii, No. 29, Revised March 1956, on page 23 it shows 
under International Longshoremen’s and Warehousemen’s Union, 
David E. Thompson is the Territorial education director. 

Senator Welker. Proceed with the witness, Dr. Phillips. 

Dr. Phillips. I was talking about this advisory committee on 
economic education, set up by the department of public instruction, to 
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which the ILAYU sent as its representatives David Thompson and 
Mrs. McElrath. 

There came a time when it was pointed out that this was a semi- 
official body and that its members would be required to make a per- 
sonal history statement and also take the loyalty oath, which is re- 
quired of Government employees here. Mr. Thompson and Mrs. 
McElrath did not subscribe and left the committee. This appeared 
in the paper and I think was published knowledge long before this 

booklet was issued. l . . , 

In connection with the first statement, that there is nothing what- 
soever in this document relating to the Communist activities in con- 
nection with labor here. 1 would like to say that I talked with Mr. 
Ralph O. Beck, who was the author of the first article appearing in 
there, and be told me that the original manuscript of his paper con- 
tained a number of paragraphs dealing with (hat. subject. Those 
paragraphs, however, do not appear in this booklet. * 1 


1 See the following 


January 11, 1957. 


1956, enclosing a copy 


Mr. Paul S. Bachman, 

President, University of Haican, 

Honolulu lit, T. H . 

Dear Mr. Bachman : Thank you for your letter of December 5, 

° f I °am 1 La t ppT°to > a<l I rlse you 1 that both letters will be incorporated in a footnote to the 
printed transcript of Dr Phillips' testimony before the Internal Security Subcommittee. 
With my best personal wishes, 

Sincerely yours. James O. Eastland, 

Chairman, Internal Security Subcommittee. 


University of Hawaii, 
Honolulu, T . H.j December 5, 1956. 

Chairman, Senate Subcommittee on Internal Security, 

Care of Office of the Governor , 

Iolani Palace, Honolulu, T. H. 

Dear Sir : I am enclosing a copy of my letter to Dr. Lyle Phillips, who testified before 
your committee. The letter, I believe, is self-explanatory. I am sure you will wish to 
delete this part of liis testimony or include the enclosed letter in your records. 

Sincerely yours, 


Paul S. Bachman, President. 


University of Hawaii, 
Honolulu, T. H., December 6, 1956 

Lyle G. Phillips, M. D., 

S50 South Hotel Street, Honolulu, T. H. 

Dear Lyle : You will recall that some time ago you told me that Dean Harold S. 
Roberts had edited out of a reprint of a speech by Mr. Ralph Beck before the American 
Management Association certain references to the Communist affiliations of certain or 
the leaders of the ILWU. I was very much disturbed by this, but hesitated to discuss it 
with Dean Roberts due to the fact that he was recovering from a heart attack. I under- 
stand that recently you made a somewhat similar statement to the Senate Subcommittee 
on Internal Security. I have now consulted both Dean Roberts and Mr. Beck and have 
determined that no such deletion was made by Dean Roberts The article as reprinted 
by us is exactly the same as it originally appeared in the publication of the American 
Management Association. , , ^ , 

I know that you will be gratified as as I am to know that no alteration was made by 
Dean Roberts and will want to take the necessary steps to correct the injustice done him. 

I am taking the liberty of sending a copy of this letter to the chairman of the Senate 
Subcommittee on Internal Security. 

Sincerely >ours, Paul S. Bachman, President. 

UNIVERSITY OF HAWAII, 

Honolulu, T. n., January lk, 1957. 

Chairman, Senate Subcommittee on Internal Security, 

United States Senate, Washington , D. C. 

Dear Sir : On January 9, 1957, President Paul S. Bachman, of the University of 
Hawaii, dictated the covering letter for the enclosed material. Before he had signed the 
letter he was stricken fatally with a heart seizure. Needless to say. the university has 
suffered a very serious blow as lias the cause of education both in the Territory and in the 
United States' mainland, where his influence, wise counsel, and integrity were heginnmg 
to be felt increasingly and respected. , . J 

I am forwarding to you the material, together with Ills covering letter. 

Yery sincerely, 

Willard Wilson, Acting President . 
(Footnote 1 continued on p. 2335.) 
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Now, I am submitting this, not with any idea of reflecting on the 
university or the people up there. It is simply as an indication of 
the casual way in which known Communists are accepted, and one 
almost might say embraced, in this community. 

Senator Watkins. Dr. Phillips 

Senator Welker. Senator Watkins. 

Senator Watkins. Do you have an extra copy of that paper, that 
bulletin that you were talking about, that may be submitted to the 
committee as an exhibit? 

Dr. Phillips. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Senator Watkins, I might add that Mr. David E. 
Thompson has been subpenaed will be a witness here, almost the next 
witness here today, Senator. 

Senator Watkins. I understand that, but I would still like to have 
a copy of the document. 

Senator Welker. Very well. It will be so ordered, and made a 
part of the record. 

(The publication above described was marked “Exhibit No. 388,” 
and was placed in the subcommittee’s files.) 

Dr. Phillips. I might call to your attention, when you read this, 
that this hardly squares with — the material in this, in my opinion, 
is very excellent propaganda material — but it hardly squares with the 
Bridges’ approach in his speech last week. 


University op Hawaii, 
Honolulu , T. H., January 9, 1957. 
Chairman, Senate Subcommittee on Internal Security, 

United States Senate , Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sir : On December 5 I sent you a copy of my letter to Dr. Lyle Phillips, who 
testified before your committee in nonolulu. I believe that Dr. Phillips has sent you a 
copy of his reply to me. I am enclosing a copy of a letter written by Ralph Beck in 
which he also states that lie gained the impression that Dr. Phillips’ testimony implied 
at least that a change in the article had been made by Dean Roberts. I was not present 
at the hearing when Dr. Phillips made the statement and, therefore, cannot be certain as 
to exactly what was sakl by Dr. Phillips. I am only interested in having the record 
conform with the facts and would appreciate it if you would examine the records to make 
certain that it does set forth the situation accurately. 

Sincerely yours, 

Paul S. Bachman, President. 


Dean Harold S. Roberts, 

University of Hawaii , Honolulu , T. H. 


Hawaiian Telephone Co., 
Honolulu, T. H., December 5, 1956. 


Dear Harry : The other day you asked me to clarify certain aspects of the talk I made 
at the American Management Association fall personnel conference held at the Astor 
Hotel, New York City, September 30, 1952. This speech was subsequently published by 
the American Management Association in a personnel series pamphlet No. 147, entitled 
“Spotlighting the Labor-Management Scene.” The text as printed in this pamphlet did 
not accurately reflect my entire remarks made before that personnel conference. Certain 
portions of that talk were edited out by the American Management Association. In gen- 
eral, that portion which was edited related to remarks pertaining to certain of the ILWU 
operations in Hawaii, as well as references to Harry Bridges as president of that union. 
When requesting permission to edit portions of my talk, the American Management Asso- 
ciation editor of publications stated, “It is not the policy of the American Management 
Association to publish statements of a controversial nature.” 

You will recall that in the spring of 1956 you asked my permission to republish this 
talk in your University of Hawaii publication, Labor Management Relations in Hawaii, 
(Part III. 1 cannot recall whether or not I told you at that time that the American Man- 
agement Association publication had been edited by their own staff and did not accurately 
reflect my entire talk. 

Dr. Lyle G. Phillips, former president of the Hawaii Resident’s Association, Inc., when 
testifying before the United States Senate Internal Security Committee, indicated that 
the University of Hawaii edited the speech I made before the American Management 
Association. I believe that Dr. Phillips misunderstood my explanation when I described 
to him how the University of Hawaii reprinted the speech as published by the American 
Management Association. 1 believe he was mistakenly under the impression that the 
University of Hawaii edited this speech, rather than the American Management Associa- 
tion. 


Sincerely yours, 


Ralph 0. Beck, Vice President. 
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Mr. Morris. Proceed, Dr. Phillips. 

Dr. Phillips. Continuing on this same subject, of the effect of all 
these Communist activities and propaganda on the community, I 
would like to mention very briefly a few more things. 

One is the politicians' acceptance of free ILWU radio time dur- 
ing the last campaign. Also, I would like to mention the attendance 
of prominent persons and at least one public official at testimonial 
dinners given for Jack Hall, who has been convicted of teaching and 
advocating — conspiring to teach and advocate the overthrow of our 
Government by force and violence. 

Senator Watkins. May 1 ask you a question at this point? 

Were these dinners given and the attendance of these people had 
after the conviction? 

Dr. Phillips. Yes, sir. They were held largely during the recent 
political campaign. Two of them have been held since that time, 1 
understand. 

Senator Watkins. It is difficult to understand why they would do 
that because the conviction still stands until it is set aside; he is still 
guilty until that is set aside by a competent court. 

Dr. Phillips. That was 3*4 years ago and I am afraid people be- 
gin to forget. 

Senator Watkins. They may forget, but at the same time the poli- 
ticians who are the people in public life who are attempting to guide 
public thinking and get public legislation, certainly ought to keep 
in mind, unless they are favorable to the idea advanced by these peo- 
ple, they ought not to give 

Dr. Phillips (interrupting). You certainly get the point that 1 
am trying to make, Senator. I quite agree with that. 

It has been my observation and is my opinion that, as the power 
and influence of the Communist apparatus has grown in this com- 
munity, there is an ever-increasing number of persons who are defi- 
nitely non-Communist and not Communist sympathizers who, how- 
ever, have been finding it expedient not to be openly and actively 
anti-Communist. 

Senator Watkins. Just what do you mean by that? 

Dr. Phillips. I mean this. That as this Communist influence has 
grown and as people look at their labor relations and their business 
affairs and their political affairs and so forth, that it is quite apparent 
that many of them, although they are good American citizens — they 
are not Communists, they are not Communist sympathizers — do not 
speak out. Well, for instance, there are quite a few who regularly 
contribute to Imua if we don't mention their names. 

Senator Johnston. Doctor, what you mean to say is this: That a 
businessman, rather than to lose business, just keeps his mouth shut. 
Is that right? 

Dr. Phillips. Yes, sir. It extends way beyond the businessman. 
It extends to the University of Hawaii in connection with this article 
that I just referred to. 

Senator Watkins. Could it possibly be true that, as was intimated 
to me by a leader in one field in this Territory here the other evening, 
that many of the businessmen, industrialists and others, were willing 
to wink at most anything if they could “make a fast buck,” to use the 
language of this man with whom I was talking. I want to know if 
that is possible that that is happening here in this Territory. 
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Dr. Phillips. I don’t know as I would put it quite that way. 

Senator Watkins. That’s the way he put it. 

Dr. Phillips. I think it is true that there are some who are willing 
to look the other way if their labor relations are not disturbed. 

Senator Watkins. If they are acquainted with the situation that 
exists, and if they have any knowledge of the list of these known Com- 
munists, it seems to me that that is not being a loyal American, to take 
that kind of a stand. 

Senator Welker. I think the Senator from Utah has well described 
it. He is willing to make a fast buck. I don’t care what you call it. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, may I say that the reporter has run to 
the end of his machine here. 

Senator Welker. All right. It is in order that we suspend for 2 
minutes. Will the audience please remain seated? 

(A short recess was taken.) 

Senator Welker. May we have order. The proceedings will con- 
tinue. Counsel, your witness. 

Mr. Morris. I think Senator Watkins hadn’t finished. 

Senator Watkins. I think I made the only comment I want to make. 
I just doubt the loyalty of people who are willing to keep things hid, 
or go along with them, in order to make a fast buck, even though it 
might help the country rid itself of this type of people if they took a 
determined stand. And I have an opinion, a definite opinion that, if 
they all took a determined stand, this kind of menace could be ended. 

Dr. Phillips. I agree with that. I would also like to point out, 
however, that management here, as elsewhere, is required to deal with 
the properly elected representatives of labor unions, and consequently 
our sugar and pineapple industrialists down here find themselves in 
the position of sitting down across the table from convicted Commu- 
nist Jack Hall, who was convicted in court here 3 y 2 years ago of con- 
spiring to teach and advocate the overthrow of our Government by 
force and violence. It poses something of a dilemma for manage- 
ment. 

Senator Watkins. I would like to say that unless some good reason 
is shown, the courts are not carrying out their function they ought to 
in letting the matter hang fire that long. 

Dr. Phillips. I was about to comment on that. 

Senator Watkins. I have been a judge, and I am on the Judiciary 
Committee, along with my colleagues, and personally I don’t believe 
that is a good policy to have matters continued so long without having 
a determination made. I don’t think they’re above criticism in a 
matter of that kind. 

Dr. Phillips. I am not a lawyer, Senator, and perhaps don’t under- 
stand all of the reasons for these things, but I think that most people 
of this community share this opinion with me. They can’t understand 
how it could be that every question in connection with the conviction 
of the Hawaii seven couldn’t have been answered with justice and 
fairness to all in a matter of months, rather than 3 y 2 years and they 
are still out on bail. 

Senator Watkins. I have the same feeling that you just expressed. 

Mr. Morris. Dr. Phillips, you mentioned that management was in 
something of a dilemma in that they had to bargain with the ILWU. 

Dr. Phillips. With the Communist leader of the ITAYTT. 
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Mr. Morris. Doctor, there is no need or no requirement, however, on 
the part of management to attend the testimonial dinners for that 
same man ? 

Dr. Phillips. No, sir ; absolutely none. 

Mr. Morris. You weren't defending that ? 

Dr. Phillips. No, sir. Absolutely not. 

Mr. Morris. Dr. Phillips, could you tell us about the effect of this 
long delay in connection with the appeals of the seven Hawaiian 
Communists ? 

Dr. Phillips. I think the worst effect, and I am confident that this 
is very, very definite, has been the increasing feeling in this com- 
munity — and taking into consideration the fact that many of our citi- 
zens down here are first and second generation American citizens — the 
feeling is that, after all, there can't be anything very serious about 
conspiring to teach and advocate the overthrow of our Government 
when 314 years go by between the conviction and sentence of these 
defendants and they’re still out on bail, they’re still carrying on in the 
same positions they were before. 

Personally, I think that Jack Hall is probably the most powerful 
person in this community, in spite of the fact that he is under convic- 
tion of teaching and advocating the overthrow of our Government. 

Senator Watkins. That is a -judgment which has never been set 
aside? 

Dr. Phillips. That’s correct. I had correspondence not long ago 
with a Federal judge on the mainland, who told me that he couldn't 
understand why a case of this kind should be permitted to go Sy 2 years. 

Senator Joiinston. Doctor, do you think it would clarify the situa- 
tion or help the situation if the Department of Justice would prosecute 
the ILWU for having in its organization men of this type at the head 
of it ? They have a right to prosecute them. 

Dr. Phillips. There is nothing wrong with the ILWU rank and 
file. Once that union supplanted its Communist leaders with clean 
leaders, I think that it could be a marvelous power of good for labor 
and for the community. 

Senator Johnston. Well, don’t you think that the organization 
would clear itself of these men if the Department of Justice itself 
would prosecute the union for having these men at the head of it? 
They have a right to do it under the law on the statute book. 

Senator Welker. And then get a conviction and wait 3 y 2 years 
on appeal ? 

Mr. Morris. Do you have any other concrete examples of the reac- 
tion to the delay, Dr. Phillips? 

Senator Johnston. Just one thing. I want to put in at this place 
here the section of the act that gives the Attorney General a right to 
prosecute. I want this inserted into the record. He has that right 
and I believe it would clear up this situation. 

Senator Butler. And I would like for it to be stated at this point 
that when I was working on that act, to have it enacted and made a 
part of the law of the United States, I was labeled as a Bed-baiter and 
the worst kind of a person that ever lived in America. 

Senator Joiinston. That’s right. 

Senator Butler. And T took a lot of abuse for putting it on the 
books. 
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Senator Johnston. That’s the reason we passed it. 

Senator Welker. Very well. Senator Johnston's exhibit will be 
inserted in the record at this point, the whole thereof. 

Mr. Arens, will you see that the reporter gets this? 

Mr. Morris. I will see that he gets it, Senator. 

Senator Welker. Let's have it done now. 

(The document referred to is as follows:) 

(4A) The term “Communist-infiltrated organization” means any organization 
in the United States (other than a Communist-action organization or a Com- 
munist-front organization) which (A) is substantially directed, dominated, or 
controlled by an individual or individuals who are, or who within 3 years have 
been actively engaged in, giving aid or support to a Communist-action organiza- 
tion, a Communist foreign government, or the world Communist movement 
referred to in section 2 of this title, and (B) is serving, or within 3 years has 
served, as a means for (i) the giving of aid or support to any such organization, 
government, or movement, or (ii) the impairment of the military strength of the 
United States or its industrial capacity to furnish logistical or other material 
support required by its Armed Forces : Provided , however , That any labor organ- 
ization which is an affiliate in good standing of a national federation or other 
labor organization whose policies and activities have been directed to opposing 
Communist organizations, any Communist foreign government, or the world 
Communist movement, shall be presumed prima facie not to be a “Communist- 
infiltrated organization.” (Internal security manual (revised) provisions of 
Federal statutes, Executive orders, and congressional resolutions relating to the 
internal security of the United States (through June 30, lfffio, revision of S. 
Doc. No. 47, 83d Cong., 1st sess., pp. S5-SG).) 

Senator Welker. Now proceed. 

Dr. Phillips. Just a couple more examples which I submit in sub- 
stantiation of what I’ve had to say about the effect of all these Com- 
munist activities, the Smith Act trial, and the propaganda, on this 
community. 

This attitude that I have mentioned, on the part of the community 
that “After all that it is not very — it can’t be very important if the 
Government doesn't do something about it,” has been accentuated 
greatly since the publishing of accounts of the so-called testimonial 
dinners for convicted Communist Jack Hall, and particularly since 
these dinners have attracted as guests people of prominence, includ- 
ing Government officials and candidates for public office. 

Senator Watkins. May I observe at this point that these people 
were not compelled by any law to attend those testimonial dinners. 

Dr. Phillips. They certainly were not. 

One other item. A few months ago I noticed in the public press 
that Thomas Yagi, an identified Communist, who has been before 
you, appeared by invitation before the students, I think it was at the 
Baldwin High School on Maui, and addressed them on, if I recall 
correctly, the subject of labor-management relations. 

I think that too is of significance. This in spite of the fact that 
he had been named, by the commission on subversive activities, as 
an identified Communist, and his Communist activities are well 
known. 

And in closing, I would like to make this statement in regard to 
the loyalty of Hawaii’s people. 

For 32 years I have practiced medicine in Hawaii and, as a phy- 
sician, I have come into most intimate contact with literally thousands 
of Hawaii’s people, people of all the various races who live in these 
islands. I feel that I know Hawaii’s people. For these people I have 
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the highest regard and the greatest respect. They are, with very 
few exceptions, absolutely loyal to the United States, I am convinced, 
and they have been proud to be welcome as American citizens. 

It is their and Hawaii’s— and I will add the United States— mis- 
fortune that they are being continually subjected to pressures and 
influences which tend to confuse them and to make them uncertain 
about what we like to refer to as American principles and the Ameri- 
can way of life. Protected from such influences and pressures, they 
will, I am certain, continue always to be good American citizens in 
every -sense of the word. 

That, gentlemen, concludes my testimony, unless there are further 
questions. 

Senator W elker. I hank you very much, Doctor. Thank you in- 
deed. The witness will step down. 

Mr. Morris. Thank you, Dr. Phillips. 

Senator Welker. I would like to ask the counsel to call Mr. Miyagi. 

Senator Butler. Doctor, I would like to sav this to you before 
you leave this room. 

I wish there were another 10,000 like you in these islands. [Pro- 
longed applause by the audience.] 

Senator W elker. Ihe Chair would like to make the observation 
that we should have no demonstrations. After all, you have your 
own feelings, and please keep those to yourselves. Demonstrations 
are not m order in hearings such as this. 

Call your next witness. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Miyagi, will you come forward? 

Senator, in going through the testimony of Dr. Phillips in advance, 
I observed that there would be references to Mr. Miyagi during his 
testimony; As you know, there have been three specific references 
to Mr. Miyagi, and I asked Mr. Miyagi to be here, to give him an 
opportunity to testify about them. 

Senator Welker. Mr. Miyagi, you have heretofore been sworn. 

TESTIMONY OF NEWTON KUNIO MIYAGI 

Mr. Miyagi. That’s correct. 

Senator Welker. Will you be seated ? 

Mr. Miyagi, you heard the testimony of Dr. Phillips and his nam- 
mg you I think in three separate instances. Do you have any com- 
ment whatsoever to make on that? 

Mr. Andersen. Mr. Morris. 

Senator Welker. You will approach the bench, please. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, Mr. Andersen asked in executive ses- 
sion to take up a 

Senator Welker. I don't care what happened in executive session. 
I desire to talk to Mr. Andersen. 

Mr. Andersen. It was the understanding of all concerned that when 
a witness requested the privilege of not being televised that his wish 
would be respected. Now that wish has not been respected, nor has 
the order of the chairman of this committee been respected. The 
witness has been televised. 

Senator Welker. Who has televised him? 

Mr. Andersen. Mr. Silva has been televised and several other wit- 
nesses have been televised. Many people have seen it. Mr. Silva 
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got in touch with me and advised me about it. Now, as I understand 
it, the committee has ruled and I am sure I am expected to obey the 
rules as well as everybody else. Now, if the committee doesn’t have 
proper power to enforce its rules, then I think something else should 
be done. 

Senator Welker. Well, now, Mr. Andersen, there is no one on this 
committee desiring to televise your witnesses. In fact, the personal 
opinion of the acting chairman, I don’t think they are entitled to be 
televised, our rules prohibit that, and I am certain that when Senator 
Johnston was chairman Saturday, he saw to it that no television be 
had. It was not brought to our attention, and I am surprised to hear 
that. 

Now, do you have any suggestion you would like to make about the 
televising of your witness ? 

Senator Watkins. Mr. Chairman, before he answers that, may I 
make this observation that may help clear it up? 

The question was first raised while I was presiding the other day. 
And when the request was made, I directed that no television be taken 
from that moment on. But television has been permitted in this hear- 
ing, up to the time that a witness requested it. And I can readily 
understand that the minute the witness’ name was called that tele- 
vision was on, until he made the request and until the order had been 
made. 

Mr. Anderse'n. Our witnesses were televised at the witness chair 
answering the questions of the committee. 

Senator Watkins. I don’t know about that. 

Mr. Andersen. Not only before they were sworn, while they were 
being sworn, after they were being sworn, and testifying. Now that 
is why I am here. I resent it, my clients resent it, they feel that the 
committee is not enforcing the rule, they feel that the committee could 
and should enforce the rule, even to the extent of ordering the tele- 
vision camera sequestered during this hearing. 

Senator Welker. Just a moment, 1 would be very happy to reiter- 
ate our order that television not be had on these witnesses. I take 
it that they are the witnesses that you represent. But in the spirit 
of fairness, I would also like you, Mr. Andersen, to have your wit- 
nesses answer the questions. 

Mr. Andersen. Well, that has nothing to do with the matter of 
ordering 

Senator Welker. It lias nothing to do with the question, that’s 
true, but we came a long ways to get some testimony, and I notice a 
big objection about televising. I have seen pictures of all your clients 
iu every newspaper that I’ve read here on the islands, and I haven’t 
been aware of the fact that your clients have been televised. And I 
can't see 

Mr. Andersen. I am sure you don't dispute my word. 1 f you would 
call a few of the television cameramen and put them in the chair and 
ask them if they have broadcast television of my clients testifyi I 
assume they will tell the truth and admit it. 

As I understand the rules of the committee, people are supposed to 
abide by them. 

Senator Welker. Yes. 

Mr. Andersen. We have done our best to abide by all the rules of 
the committee. We will continue so to do. But we would like to 
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have the rules enforced, not only in relation to us but in relation to 
everybody else. And it is just a matter of plain fairness. 

Senator Watkins. Mr. Chairman, may I as counsel a question? 

Senator Welker. Senator Watkins. 

Senator Watkins. Have you brought this to the attention of the 
committee prior to your statement here? 

Mr. Andersen. The first opportunity I had was this morning, when 
I directed the attention of Senator Butler and Mr. Morris to the 
situation. 

Senator Butler. Where is the television camera? It should be 
turned off. 

Senator Watkins. When I was presiding T directed that the} 7 must 
not take pictures from that moment on. And T do not have, and I 
assume the other members of the committee do no t have — just a mo- 
ment, please. I do not have an opportunity to see television. I 
haven't seen any television of these hearings. Obviously, we can’t 
be in the chambers conducting a hearing and at the same time watching 
the television reproduction somewhere else. If you hadn’t called it 
to our attention, we wouldn’t know — I didn’t know until this moment. 

Senator Welker. Nor have I heard some of your clients on the 
radio. Mr. Andersen. It works both ways. 

Mr. Andersen. The radio is on around 10 o’clock at night. The 
television is on around 10 o’clock at night. 

Senator Watkins. I haven't seen any of those at all. 

Air. Andersen. Neither have I personally. 

Senator Butler. Mr. Chairman, I readily agreed with Mr. Ander- 
sen this morning that we had a rule that the witness be not televised 
against his will. And I think that every effort will be made, and I 
am certain the acting chairman will so rule. 

Senator Johnston. Mr. Chairman, may I suggest this? That in 
the future, when a witness comes to the stand, the attorney make the 
statement that this witness be not televised. And we will 

Senator Welker. I think we had a fair understanding. 

Senator Johnston. See that he will not be. 

Senator Welker. Mr. Andersen and his clients 

Senator Johnston. But as far as televising it, it has always been 
the custom of this subcommittee to televise the committee itself or 
any witness who did not object. So let each witness who comes to the 
stand object and then we will certainly uphold you and see that that 
witness is not televised. We will do our best. 

Senator Welker. Very well, Mr. Andersen, I think you know me 
well enough that I will try and abide by your wishes, the wishes of 
your clients. So you will return to counsel chair and we will proceed. 

Mr. Andersen. One question. Do I have your assurance 

Senator Welker. Well, now, listen. I don't run the television 
camera, and I am going to do the best I can to run this committee 
while I am chairman. 

Mr. Andersen. You run the hearing. 

Senator Welker. I am going to do the best I can to run this com- 
mittee while I'm chairman. 

Mr. A ndersen. Well, Mr. Chairman, if there is any more televising 
of the witnesses that I represent, they will not testify thereafter. 

Senator Welker. Well, they haven’t testified yet, only as to their 
names. 
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Mr. Andersen. They will not testify thereafter. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, may I ask 

Senator Welker. Now, is it understood that there are no television 
cameras on the witness now before the committee? 

Mr. Joe Rose. May I answer the question? 

Senator Welker. You’re not a SM T orn witness. 

Senator Johnston. He’s a television man. 

Mr. Joe Rose. I just wanted to ask a question, if I may. 

Senator Welker. Proceed. 

Mr. Rose. The ruling is, Mr. Andersen has requested as of this 
moment that there will be no further televising of his witnesses or 
the witnesses that he represents. Is that the understanding? 

Mr. Andersen. That was always our request and was always the 
order of the Chair. 

Mr. Rose. That is not the question I am asking, Mr. Andersen. The 
question I am asking right now, Is that your request at this moment? 

Mr. Andersen. Our request is no television at any time, in or out 
of this room, be taken while any witness is testifying. 

Senator Welker. Just a moment, Mr. Andersen. You know better 
than to tell us what to do outside of this room. 

Mr. Andersen. While testifying, that’s all. 

Senator Welker. I noticed that a number of your witnesses were 
televised out in the hall the other day. 

Mr. Andersen. While the witness is in the chair. I am sure we 
understand each other. 

Senator Welker. Right. Rut don’t make a statement that out of 
the room they not be televised. That is not part of our 

Mr. Andersen. They took the camera out of the room. 

Senator Welker. Now be seated and let’s proceed. 

Senator Eastland, I understand you desire to make a statement. 

Senator Eastland. No. I said that the rule is that the witness 
can request that he not be televised, and we will abide by that request. 
But the committee, of course, can be televised ; the lawyers can be 
televised. But the cameras should not be turned on the witness if he 
so requests. 

Senator Butler. And that will apply with equal force, whether or 
not the camera is inside or outside of the building. 

Senator Eastland. Yes. 

Senator Welker. All right. Let’s proceed. 

Mr. Andersen. I assume my recent statement regarding the wit- 
ness’ reluctance to be televised can be deemed the statement of the 
witness. 

Senator Welker. I didn’t hear you, Mr. Andersen. 

Mr. Andersen. I assume my recent statement regarding the wit- 
ness’ reluctance to be televised can be deemed the statement of the 
witness. 

Senator Welker. Yes, indeed. Now, may I have this understand- 
ing with the television people? That they will not turn their cameras 
on the witness while they are testifying. 

Mr. Rose. Ours is channel 2. 

Senator Watkins. How many channels do we have represented 
here ? 

Mr. Rose. We have tw 7 o here. 
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Senator Welker. I think most everyone understands, not only 
Counsel Andersen, but the entire committee are busy following the 
testimony; they can’t be watching the cameras all the time. If your 
clients have been injured in any way by television pictures, we are 
sorry, because it violates a rule of this committee, and you certainly 
were correct, all of your clients made their position clear when they 
took the witness stand. 

Now, let’s proceed. 

Mr. Rose. We can televise anyone else? 

Senator Welker. You can televise anyone, Dr. Phillips or any 
witness appearing who doesn’t object to it. I take it, Mr. Andersen, 
that all of your clients will object. May we have that stipulation? 

Mr. Andersen. They will, yes, so far as I know. 

Senator Welker. All of your clients will object. 

Senator Watkins. May 1 ask another question ? Does Mr. Andersen 
object to being televised? [Laughter.] 

Mr. Andersen. I personally have no objection, sir, but as my client 
doesn’t wish it, I too do not wish it. 

Senator Welker. You are a very handsome gentleman. 

All right, let’s go. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Miyagi, you have been previously sworn, have 
you not, sir ? 

Mr. Miyagi. That is correct. 

Mr. Morris. Now, Mr. Miyagi, Dr. Phillips testified this morning 
that you were on the legislative committee of the ILWU, you were 
1 of 9 members of the legislative committee, and that you did engage 
in political activity, and that you endeavored to exert an influence 
on the last election. Is that accurate testimony, Mr. Miyagi ? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Senator Welker. Let the record show that the witness is conferring 
now with his counsel. 

Will you answer the question? 

Mr. Miyagi. I will rely on the fifth amendment. 

Senator Welker. You rely upon the fifth amendment on the basis 
that Counsel Andersen and I agreed on yesterday ? 

Mr. Andersen. Yes, sir. 

Senator Welker. In executive session. You mean by that if you 
gave a truthful answer to that question it might tend to incriminate 
you or force you to bear witness against yourself? 

Mr. Miyagi. That is correct. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Miyagi, I am making the statement, I am not ask- 
ing it. You are the secret ary-treasurer of local 142. Now, as such 
are you acquainted with the disbursement of funds; union funds of 
local 142? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Miyagi. I rely on the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Morris. Dr. Phillips in the course of his testimony introduced 
into the figures — and we had previously introduced them, Senator — 
that the ILWU expends more than $199,000 on propaganda. Are 
those accurate figures, Mr. Miyagi ? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Miyagi. Same answer. 
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Mr. Morris. Now, Mr. Miyagi, how much money did (lie ILWU 
contribute to the defense of the seven Communists who were convicted 
under the Smith Act in 1953? 

(The witness consults withhis counsel.) 

Mr. Miyagi. I rely on the fifth amendment again. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Miyagi, did the union contribute to the defense of 
the defendants other than Jack Hall, which defendants were not con- 
nected in any way with the ILWU ? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Miyagi. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Specifically, did you contribute to the ILWU — did the 
ILWU contribute union funds, in other words money taken from the 
general membership of the union, to the defense of John Reinecke, 
who was not connected in any way with the ILWU? 

Mr. Miyagi. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Did the union contribute funds to the defense of 
Charles Fujimoto, who has been described in these hearings as being 
the chairman of the Communist Party of these islands; did it contrib- 
ute union funds collected from the rank and file of the union to the 
defense of Charles Fujimoto, who had no connection whatever with 
the ILWU? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Miyagi. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Did the ILWU contribute to the defense of Mrs. 
Charles Fujimoto, who, to your knowledge, was not connected in any 
way to the ILWU? Did the ILWU contribute union funds to her 
defense ? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Miyagi. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, I would repeat the same with respect 
to the others but I think the answers would be obvious. 

Senator Welker. Mr. Miyagi, are you familar with the proceedings 
of the 11th biennial convention of the International Longshoremen’s 
and Warehousemen's Union held at Long Beach, Calif., April 4 to 8, 
1955? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Senator Welker. Let the record show the hesitation of the witness. 

Mr. Miyagi. Could you repeat the question again, please? 

Senator Welker. Are you familiar with the proceedings of the 11th 
biennial convention of the International Longshoremen’s and Ware- 
housemen’s Union held at Long Beach, Calif., April 4 to 8, 1955? 

Mr. Miyagi. Same answer. 

Senator Welker. “Same answer.” Do you know of anyone else 
under the canopy of heaven who has the name Newton Miyagi ? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Miyagi. Could you explain the question, Mr. Chairman? 

Senator Welker. Do you know of anyone else under the canopy of 
heaven who has the same name as yours ? If so, tell us about it. 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Miyagi. As far as I am concerned, I don’t know ; to my knowl- 
edge I don’t know of any other person that has the 

Senator Welker. To your knowledge, you don’t know of any other 
person? 
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Mr. Miyagi. That’s right. 

Senator Welker. Now, in the proceedings of the 11th biennial con- 
vention of the International Longshoremen’s and Warehousemen’s 
Union, at page 77 thereof, Chairman Lawrence is reported, in the offi- 
cial document thereof, of that proceeding, as saying: 

Thank you, Reverend Richinan, for your most inspiring address. I told you. 
He’s quite a guy when he gets rolling. 

At this time I understand that local 142 of Hawaii wants to make a presen- 
tation. 

Newton Miyagi of local 142, come on up here. 

Brother Newton Miyagi. [Loud applause.] 

Delegate Miyagi, local 142. Brother Chairman, brothers and sisters, fraternal 
delegates, and guests. I have been asked by the Speaker of the House of Repre- 
sentatives of the 2Sth session of the legislature in the Territory of Hawaii to 
help them out in presenting a gavel to our great president, Harry Bridges. [Loud 
applause.] 

Now, Mr. Miyagi, did you do that; did you make those remarks? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Miyagi. I rely on the fifth amendment. 

Senator Welker. Have you ever been at Long Beach, Calif. ? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Miyagi. Same answer. 

Senator Welker. Have you ever been to any convention of any type 
whatsoever ? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Miyagi. Will you specify what convention you are talking 
about ? 

Senator Welker. I didn’t hear you, Mr. Miyagi. 

Mr. Miyagi. Will you specify the convention you are talking 
about? 

Senator Welker. Well , did you ever go to a Boy Scout convention 
or American Legion convention, Veterans of Foreign Wars conven- 
tion, Disabled American War Veterans convention; any of those; 
or any other convention that you can name to me ? 

Mr. Miyagi. Same answer. 

Senator Welker. You wouldn’t tell this committee whether or not 
you ever attended an American Legion convention or any other con- 
vention? As a matter of fact, it is true that you did present the 
gavel to Harry Bridges at Long Beach, Calif., at the time and place 
mentioned by my prior questioning. Is that true ? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Miyagi. Same answer. 

Senator Welker. You mean that a truthful answer given by you 
to that question, that it would tend to incriminate you ? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Sir. Miyagi. That is correct. 

Senator Welker. I didn’t hear you. 

Sir. SIiyagi. That is correct. 

Senator Welker. What? 

Sir. SIiyagi. What you just said is correct. In other words, other- 
wise I wouldn’t claim the fifth amendment. 

Senator Welker. I didn’t get your answer. What was your an- 
swer again, Sir. SIiyagi ? 

Sir. SIiyagi. The statement you made, relying — my answer would 
be — might tend to incriminate myself is correct. 
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Senator Welker. Xow, would you tell me what law you possibly 
could be violating by presenting a gavel to Harry Bridges or any- 
body else? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Senator Welker. Let the record show the consultation with coun- 
sel and the delay in answering the question. 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Mi vagi. I rely on my attorneys for the legal advice. 

Senator Welker. You rely on what? 

Mr. Miyagi. My attorneys. 

Senator Welker. Well, you rely 

Senator Watkins. You rely on the fifth amendment. Are you 
relying on the fifth amendment? 

Senator 'Welker. That answer is stricken and you are ordered and 
directed to answer that question. You are not going to rely upon 
your attorneys. The fifth amendment is a personal privilege granted 
to you only, Mr. Miyagi, and yon will take that personal privilege 
granted to you by the fifth amendment to the Constitution, and not 
rely upon your attorneys, who are not sworn and are not testifying 
here. Xow, you're ordered and directed to answer that question. 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Miyagi. I rely on the fifth amendment not to answer that 
question. 

Senator Johnston. Do you know your good friend Harry Bridges? 

Mr. Miyagi. Same answer. 

Senator Johnston. What's that? 

Mr. Miyagi. Same answer. 

Senator Johnston. ‘“Same, answer.' 5 In dealing with him did you 
ever think that you would have to not even say that yon knew him? 

Mr. Miyagi. Same answer. 

Senator Joiinston. Do you think just knowing Harry Bridges 
would incriminate you ? 

Mr. Miyagi. Same answer. 

Senator Joiinston. How could that incriminate you? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Senator Watkins. Apparently, Senator, he l’ee Is it would incrim- 
inate him to know him. 

Mr. Miyagi. Same answer. 

Senator Welker. Have you ever seen Harry Bridges' 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Miyagi. Same answer. 

Senator Welker. As a matter of fact, you saw him out here in the 
demonstration in the palace last week, did von not? 

Mr.Miv ag i. Would you repeat that question again? 

Senator 'Welker. As a matter of fact, you saw Mr. Harry Bridges 
at the demonstration held prior to coming down here to tlie palace, 
did you not? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Miyagi. Same answer. 

Senator Welker. Have you ever seen Jack Hall ? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Miyagi. Same answer. 

Senator Welker. You saw him right out here in the hallway when 
the demonstration was going' on, the alleged demonstration? 
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Mr. Miyagi. Same answer. 

Senator Welker. Even though I am not sworn, I will make this 
observation — that I saw you not 2 feet from Jack Hall. Is that cor- 
rect or incorrect? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Miyagi. Same answer. 

Senator Welker. Senator Johnston, your question. 

Senator Johnston. So you think that it would incriminate you to 
say that you even know Harry Bridges? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Senator Johnston. What is your answer ? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Miyagi. It might tend to incriminate me. That is the reason 
1 am claiming the privilege. 

Senator Johnston. Do you make that statement because you think 
that he is a Communist and for you to deal with him you would 
be guilty of some crime ? 

ilr. Miyagi. Same answer. 

Senator Butler. Do you think it would tend to incriminate you to 
have the people know that you are identified with the ILWU? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Miyagi. The same answer. 

Senator Welker. Now may I ask you, have you ever seen, oh, any 
member of our defense services here on this island, say Admiral 
Stump ; have you ever seen him ? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Senator Welker. Let the record show the consultation. 

Mr. Miyagi. The only thing I recollect, seeing him in the newspaper. 

Senator Welker. I didn’t hear you. 

Mr. Miyagi. The only thing, the only recollection I have is, I saw 
his face in the newspapers. 

Senator Welker. You have seen his face in the newspapers ? 

Mr. Miyagi. Yes. 

Senator Welker. Have you ever seen Harry Bridges’ face in the 
newspapers? 

Mr. Miyagi. Same answer. 

Senator Welker. Now, have you ever seen or do you know one 
Charles Kauhane? 

Mr. Morris. Kauhane. 

Senator Welker. Kauhane. 

Mr. Morris. Kauhane. Iv-a-u-h-a-n-e. 

Senator Welker. All right; I stand corrected. Kauhane. 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Miyagi. Could you repeat that question again, please ? 

Senator Welker. Do you know or have you ever seen one Charles 
Kauhane? 

Mr. Miyagi. Yes ; I believe so. 

Senator Welker. Where did you see him? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Senator Welker. Let the record show the consultation and the 
delay in answering. 

Mr. Miyagi. Same answer. 

Senator Welker. Now, as a matter of fact, and I beg of you to be 
tail* with me now; you have told me you have seen him, you’ve met 
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him. Come on and level with me and the committee. As a matter 
of fact, he is the man who gave you the gavel that you presented to 
Harry Bridges at Long Beach, Calif., at the 11th biennial conven- 
tion held April 4 to April 9, 1955 ? Isn’t that a fact ? 

Mr. Miyagi. Same answer. 

Senator Welker. Well, then, how did you happen to meet Mr. 
Kauhane? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Senator Welker. Come on. Why do you hesitate? 

Mr. Miyagi. Same answer. 

Senator Eastland. Have you had any dealings with Soviet military 
intelligence? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Miyagi. Would you repeat that again, please? 

Senator Eastland. Have you had any dealings with Soviet military 
intelligence? 

Mr. Miyagi. On that I would like to make a statement, if it is O. K. 
with the Chairman. 

Senator Welker. You answer the question. You haven’t been mak- 
ing many statements. I want you to answer that question propounded 
to you by Chairman Eastland. I order and direct you to answer it, 

(The witness consults with his counsel) 

Mr. Miyagi. I will rely on the fifth amendment. 

Senator Welker. You want to tell the people of this fine island, the 
people of this Territory, that you rely upon the fifth amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States as to whether or not you have had 
any dealings wih the Soviet intelligence? Is that your answer? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Senator Welker. Well, I assume military intelligence would be — 
it’s an all — 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Senator Welker. You have hesitated a long time. Now come on 
and let's have an answer. 

Mr. Miyagi. I still would like to have the privilege of making a 
statement on it. 

Senator Welker. You will answer that question. Will you, 
please ? 

Mr. Miyagi. Fifth amendment. 

Senator Welker. “Fifth amendment. 

Mr. Miyagi. That's right. 

Senator Welker. Have you met any members of the Soviet Com- 
munist military intelligence on this isle or an} r other isle of the 
Hawaiian Islands? 

Mr. Miyagi. Same answer. 

Senator Welker. Can you give me an idea as to what you would 
think, or what thousands of workers who pay dues to your union would 
think, if they knew that .you refused to answer that question because of 
the fifth amendment and under the protection of the fifth amendment? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Sir. Miyagi. Same answer. 

Senator Welker. I don't suppose you will prepare or have prepared 
any pamplilet and send it to every individual member of the Inter- 
national Longshoremen’s and Warehousemen’s Union showing the fact 
that you refused under the fifth amendment to tell this committee of 
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the United States Senate whether or not yon have contaced or had 
dealings with or had met with Communist intelligence agents; you are 
not going to have that done, are you ? 

Mr. Mi yagt. Same answer. 

Senator Watkins. Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Welker. Senator Watkins. 

Senator Watkins. May I point out that the witness probably 
would be correct in claiming the privilege of the fifth amendment 
with reference to the questions of dealing with the Soviet military 
intelligence; to admit that he had had dealings with them would 
certainly be an incrimination. It certainly would be something 
that would be very, very damaging against him. In that position I 
think he is probably correct in taking advantage of the fifth amend- 
ment. However, lie is also in the position of having people make 
whatever interpretation they wish to make with reference to his 
claiming the fifth amendment in a circumstance of that kind. 

Senator Welker. Once again I want to ask you why you told me 
under oath that you had met Mr. Charles Kauhane and from that 
time on you have refused to tell me anything else whatsoever about 
the meeting. Can you tell where it occurred and what you dis- 
cussed, whether it was a casual little meeting or you had something to 
discuss about legislative matters. Could you do that for the com- 
mittee, please? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Miyagi. Same answer. 

Senator Welker. Now certainly you don’t want to leave the infer- 
ence, do you, that your meeting or discussing anything with Mr. 
Kauhane might tend to incriminate you, do you? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Miyagi. Same answer. 

Senator Welker. Any further questions? 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, will you direct the witness to be present 
at the afternon session ? There is a matter that I can take up at that 
time. 

Senator Welker. Yes. You are ordered and directed to be present 
this afternoon, at this afternoon’s session, and you will be further 
interrogated. And you will step aside. 

Mr. Morris. Senator, we have three more witnesses for this morn- 
ing. The first is David Evans Thompson. Mr. Thompson, will you 
come forward, please ? 

Senator, in connection with this witness I would like to mention 
in advance of his appearance that he has received an honorable 
discharge from the United States Marine Corps, having been severely 
wounded in Iwo Jima, has been awarded the Purple Heart. I would 
like to point out to the committee those facts before he testifies. 

Senator Welker. Very well. 

Mr. Thompson. I object to being televised. 

Senator Welker. Your objection certainly will be honored, but I 
think they are televising the committee, Mr. Thompson, and not 
you. I don’t know who they’re televising but 1 know they’re not 
pointing at you. So you be seated. 

Will you raise your right hand and be sworn? Do you solemnly 
swear the testimony you give before the subcommittee will be the 
truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Thompson. 1 do. 
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TESTIMONY OF DAVID EVANS THOMPSON 

Senator Watkins. Mr. Chairman, does it appear in the record al- 
ready that the witness is represented by counsel ? 

Senator Welker. Yes. We had that stipulation. 

Senator Watkins. Yes. 

Mr. Andersen. It may continue. 

Senator Welker. I want the record to show. 

Senator Watkins. So there will be no question about it later. 

Sir. Andersen. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. Sir. Chairman, I have some questions I can quickly 
run through, and I think we have here — we have prepared most of 
our information in memorandum form. I would like to ask the wit- 
ness about this particular information and then offer the memorandum 
for the record. 

Mr. Thompson, you were born in Salem, Oreg., in 1919, were you 
not, sir? 

Sir. Thompson. I was. 

Sir. SIorris. You were educated at four American colleges or 
universities? 

Sir. Thompson. I was. 

Sir. SIorris. Including the University of Hawaii in 1939-41 ? 

Sir. Thompson. That is correct. 

Sir. SIorris. You received your bachelor’s degree from that 
institution ? 

Sir. Thompson. I did. 

Sir. SIorris. You were honorably discharged from the United States 
Marine Corps as a first lieutenant ? 

Sir. Thompson. 1 was. 

Sir. SIorris. After having first been severely wounded in action on 
Iwo Jima ? 

Sir. Thompson. That is correct. 

Senator SVelker. Now, may I interrupt? What other colleges or 
universities did you receive education at ? 

Sir. Thompson. The University of Nevada, Willamette University 
as an undergraduate; University of California and the University of 
Chicago as a graduate student. 

Senator SVelker. As a matter of fact, you had five then, instead of 
four, didn’t you ? 

Sir. Tiiomi ’son. That is correct. 

Sir. SIorris. SS T hat degree do you hold, Sir. Thompson ? 

Sir. Thompson. Bachelor of arts. 

Sir. SIorris. Now, in Honolulu prior to SS T orld SS T ar II, did you 
associate with persons now known to be members of the Communist 
Party at that time ? 

Sir. Thompson. I decline to answer that question on the grounds of 
the first and fifth amendments. 

Sir. SIorris. After you were 

Senator Welker. Just a moment. The first amendment is not a 
ground for objection here. That portion of your answer will be 
stricken. But we do recognize the fifth amendment, and that fifth 
amendment objection, as stated heretofore by your counsel, will be 
honored. 
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Mr. Morris. After your return from the Marine Corps, did you 
come to Honolulu in 1946 ? 

(The witness consults with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Thompson. I did. 

Mr. Morris. Did you become a formal member of the Communist 
Party ? 

(d^lie witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Thompson. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. That is, you claim your privilege under the fifth 
amendment ? 

Mr. Thompson. Under the first and fifth. 

Mr. Morris. May I have a ruling on the first, Senator? The wit- 
ness has claimed privilege under the first and fifth amendments. You 
have previously ruled that you will not honor the claim of privileges 
under the first but will under the fifth. Will you so rule again? 

Senator Welker. I will so rule again. And may we have a stipu- 
lation that the chairman so rules on the first amendment but will 
honor his fifth-amendment objection ? 

Mr. Andersen. The witness will 

Senator Welker. Now, for the sake of time — do you want to go 
over the thing, over and over again, Mr. Andersen? We will do it. 

Mr. Andersen. We will stipulate that you will apparently make 
the same order. 

Senator Welker. I am not “apparently”; I'm doing it. 

Mr. Andersen. We will so stipulate. 

Senator Welker. Very well, sir. 

Mr. Andersen. That you will make the same order. 

Senator Welker. Very well. 

Mr. Morris. Did you join the miscellaneous unit of the Communist 
Party ? 

Mr. Thompson. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Did you later join the Manoa section of the Commu- 
nist Party? 

Mr. Thompson. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Did you attend important meetings of the Communist 
Party in Hawaii ? 

Mr. Thompson. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Did you attend Communist Party meetings other than 
the meetings of your own cell? 

Mi*. Thompson. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Was your home used for Communist Party meetings? 

Mr. Thompson. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Have you been employed for the past 10 years by the 
International Longshoremen's and Warehousemen’s Union? 

Mr. Thompson. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Have you been educational director since 1950? 

Mr. Thompson. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. And, as such, have you been in charge of propagandiz- 
ing the ILWU rank and file ? 

Mr. Thompson. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. In that position, have you conducted the ILWU’s 
efforts to introduce pro-Conununist literature directly into the public 
schools ? 
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Mr. Thompson. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. And churches of Hawaii? 

Mr. Thompson. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. As well as its attempts to achieve the same effect by 
distributing such literature to individual schoolteachers? 
ilr. Thompson. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. By direct mail ? 
ilr. Thompson. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Rather than through official channels of the Terri- 
torial department of public instruction? 
it r. Thompson. Same answer. 

ill*. Morris. Have you had supervision of the ILiVU Book Club 
in Hawaii ? 

ill*. Thompson. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Now, have you, therefore, headed the ILWU’s educa- 
tional department? 

ill*. Thompson. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Has the ILTVTJ Book Club, under you, featured the 
dissemination of pro-Communist books? 
ill*. Thompson. Same answer, 
ill*. Morris. And other material ? 
ilr. Thompson. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Specifically, Harvey Mat u sow's False Witness? 
ill*. Thompson. Same answer. 

ill*. Morris. Specifically, John Steuben’s Strike Strategy? 
ill*. Thompson. Same answer. 

ill*. Morris. Now, are these books part of the Soviet propaganda 
campaign being issued to advance the Communist conquest of the 
world ? 

ill*. Thompson. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Are these materials made available to ILWU mem- 
bers at special libraries? 

ill*. Thompson. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Maintained by the union? 
ill*. Thompson. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. And on most of the plantations on the islands? 
ill*. Thompson. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Has a significant amount of the output of your depart- 
ment been recognized to be pro-Soviet propaganda ? 
ilr. Thompson. Same answer. 

ilr. Morris, ill*. Chairman, I have read from this paper and I 
have asked questions from this paper, which has been prepared by 
the staff, and I have given the witness now an opportunity to deny 
any of the statements which we believe are accurate. And I would 
like to offer that in the record at this time, Senator. 

Senator Welker. I would be glad to have that offered, but just one 
moment. You asked him a question about one Harvey Matusow that 
I have had a little experience with. 

Have you ever met ilr. Matusow? 

Mr. Thompson. No. 

Senator Welker. You have read this book The False Witness? 
(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Thompson. Same answer. 
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Senator Welker. Same answer. Do you know where Mr. Matusow 
is at this time? 

Mr. Thompson. No. 

Senator Welker. Well, he’s in the “clink,” isn’t he? For perjury ? 

Mr. Thompson. You have my answer. 

Senator Welker. Sir? 

Mr. Thompson. You have my answer. 

Senator Welker. You don’t know. Well, I think you had better 
check up. I think, however, he has been convicted and is serving his 
time now. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Thompson, do you receive propaganda material 
which you use in the ILWU from the firm of Cameron & Kahn? 

Mr. Thompson. I decline to answer that on the grounds of the first 
and fifth amendments. 

Senator Welker. Same ruling. Do you know whether or not 
Cameron & Kahn published Harvey Matusow’s book, The False 
Witness? 

Mr. Thompson. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Do you receive material from International Publishers, 
Mr. Thompson ? 

Mr. Thompson. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Have you ever received instructions concerning the 
educational work of the union from the educational department of 
the Communist Party in New York City? 

Mr. Thompson. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Do you receive propaganda material from New Cen- 
tury Publishers, a Communist Party publishing house? 

Mr. Thompson. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Have you promoted within the ILWU the sale of the 
Autobiography of Louie Taruc, Philippine guerrilla leader? 
T-a-r-u-c. 

Mr. Thompson. Same answer. 

Senator Watkins. Now just a moment. Did you ask the counsel 
a question ? 

Mr. Thompson. I did, sir. 

Senator Welker. You did not. 

Senator Watkins. I watched your lips, and you must be a ven- 
triloquist, because I didn’t see your lips move at all. 

Under previous instructions of the committee, the witnesses can 
ask for legal advice, but counsel cannot volunteer it until the witness 
has actually asked for the advice. I am just cautioning you. It 
looked to me from this point, and I think a number of witnesses have 
violated that. Counsel should not speak to the witness until the wit- 
ness asks for the advice. 

Senator Welker. Perhaps Mr. Thompson was not in the hearing 
room when that order was made. Perhaps counsel omitted to inform 
him of the rule. And I see quite well, as does Senator Watkins and 
the rest of the committee, and we couldn’t see any movement of your 
lips, or otherwise. 

I am going to say this. That if I see any more of this from any 
witness, I am going to ask that counsel retire from the hearing room. 
Because you are doing nothing but to embarrass your able counsel. 
So certainly all you could do is lean over and say, “May I have your 
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advice?” It is very simple. But I don't want to embarrass your 
counsel. They are Very kind and fine gentlemen; they have treated 
me very line. ‘ But as I stated before, it is merely embarrassing to 
them. Now, you will abide by that now, won't you, Air. Thompson? 

Very well. Proceed. 

Air. Morris. Now, Air. Chairman, i have here a copy of the Dis- 
patcher for January G, 1956. The Dispatcher is a union newspaper. 
And they talk about the II A YU 

Senator AVatkins. AYhat union ? 

Air. AIorris. The ILAVU, Senator. 

Senator Joiinston, Let me ask one question. 

Have you been fair with the union members at all times and told 
them that you were feeding them Communist literature? 

Air. Thompson. Same answer. 

Air. AIorris. Air. Chairman, I would like to submit this whole list 
into the record with the one comment that a good percentage of these 
particular books which are on the ILAATU Book Club list have been 
by authors who have appeared before this committee and when asked 
about the committee's evidence of their being Communists, have not 
been able to enter denial in the record but, instead, invoked their 
privilege under the fifth amendment. 

I mention specifically Air. Philip S. Foner, Air. Carl Alarzani, and 
Richard O. Boyer. They are three of the particular ones. Also 
there are publications here by the Labor Research Association, which 
this committee has demonstrated is a Communist association. I would 
like to put the whole into the record. You also notice Air. Joseph 
Starobin also appears on this list. He, too, appeared before this 
committee and claimed his privilege under the fifth amendment. 

Senator, this kind of evidence appears in great abundance, would 
take a great deal of time for us to go into it all specifically. I ask 
that we have a session with Air. Alandel, our research director, and 
that he put into the record what we think is a sample collection. 

You do not deny any of the things I have just said about this, do 
you, Air. Thompson ? 

Air. Thompson. Same answer. 

Senator Welker. Just a minute. I am familiar with one copy 
here. I see the False Witness, b} r Harvey Alatusow. Fifty cents a 
copy — paper. 

Now, could you tell the chairman, tell me, about the book the Alan 
AYho Never Died ? 

Air. AIorris. Which is that one? 

Senator Welker. The Alan AYho Never Died. I wonder who that 
is about? 

Air. AIorris. I am not acquainted with it. Senator. 

Senator AAYlker. Do you know anything about that, Air. AAVtness? 

Air. Thompson. Same answer. 

Senator AAYlker. You wouldn't know about that book, even though 
you are a very well-educated man? 

Air. Thompson. Same answer. 

( A discussion of the ILAATJ Book Club appears in appendix 41-A.) 

Mr. AIorris. Air. Chairman, I have here on the letterhead of the 
I LA YU, Local 142, Education Service, 451 Atkinson Drive, Honolulu, 
T. XL, Alarch 30, 1955, over the signature of David E. Thompson, 
educational director, addressed to “Dear Teacher 
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The enclosed pamphlet In the Shadow of Liberty is mailed to you for your 
information. The union does not endorse the political views of many of the 
victims of the McCarran-Walter law, whose tragic stories are related in this 
pamphlet. The union does defend the principles of freedom of thought and 
expression, however, even for those with whom we disagree. We feel that 
liberty is indivisible, that a law which affects the liberty of some Americans 
is a menace to the liberty of all. We feel it is important that people like your- 
self should know what the application of this law means in actual human 
terms. 

And there is enclosed a volume called In the Shadow of Liberty 
by Abner Green. Abner Green has been identified as a Communist, 
Senator, I think only last week or the week before, before the House 
Un-American Activities Committee, and he wasn't able to deny Com- 
munist Party membership. 

Senator Welker. Mr. Green’s name is not Abner Green. He testi- 
fied before this committee that his name was Abner something else; 
it is not Abner Green, his true name. 

Mr. Morris. This is put out, Senator, by the American Committee 
for the Protection of Foreign Born, and I would like to show this 
letter, which contains his signature, to Mr. Thompson, and ask him 
if he did send this letter to teachers in Hawaii ? 

(The witness consults with his counsel after being handed the docu- 
ment in question.) 

Mr. Thompson. Same answer. 

Senator Welker. Mr. Thompson, I am sending you a blank piece 
of paper and asking you to write your signature on that blank piece 
of paper. 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Thompson. I refuse on the same grounds. 

Senator Welker. You mean to give your signature, to write your 
signature on a plain piece of paper might tend to incriminate you? 

Mr. Thompson. That is correct. 

Senator Welker. As a matter of fact, you know that if you wrote 
your signature we could compare it with the exhibit just sent to you 
by Counsel Morris, and it would be the same. Isn’t that a fact? 

Mr. Thompson. I decline to answer that question on the ground 
previously given. 

Senator Welker. I hope the thousands of workers all over these 
islands will know just exactly what sort of testimony we have been 
receiving here. Just what do you suppose, Mr. Thompson, would 
happen if a fellow Marine would refuse to answer the questions as 
you have refused to answer here, one who is on active duty. You 
know what he would get, don’t you ? 

(The witness confers with his counsel.) 

Mr. Thompson. I think that is 

Senator Welker. Do you or don’t you ? 

Mr. Thompson. I think that is a statement instead of a question. 

Senator Welker. Sir? 

Mr. Thompson. I think that’s a statement. 

Senator Welker. Well, 1 don’t care what you think. I think it is 
a question, and will you answer it? Do you know what a fellow 
Marine would get if he were on active duty, if he would be before a 
committee or one of his superior officers and refuse to answer ques- 
tions as you have here this morning? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 
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Senator Welker. Let the record show the long pause. 

(A 2-minute recess was taken.) 

Senator Welker. Order in the hearing room, please. 

Mr. Thompson. I know what would happen to a marine in that 
sense. However, I have a constitutional protection and I am availing 
myself of it. 

Senator Welker. The marine has a constitutional protection, too, as 
you have. In fact, he is fighting all over the world to maintain the 
Constitution of the United States. He has the very same right that 
you, as an ex-Marine officer, to answer. And you know as an ex- 
Marine officer what he would get if he refused to answer the questions 
propounded to him, don’t you ? 

Mr. Thompson. You have my answer. 

Senator Welker. I have your answer. And I imagine the Marines 
all over the world will be very happy to hear that that answer, com- 
ing from you especially. 

Mr. Morris. Senator, I would like to say at this time that we have 
subpenaed the records of the Territorial commission, and Mr. Mandel, 
our research director, has had access to these records, and the letter 
that I presented to the witness just now was taken from the records. 
And I would like for Mr. Mandel, who has been sworn, to so state for 
the record, Senator. 

Senator Welker. Proceed, Mr. Mandel. 

Mr. Mandel. I so state. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Thompson, to what extent do you send literature, 
such as this particular book by Abner Green, to schoolteachers in 
Hawaii ? 

Mr. Thompson. I decline to answer that question on the grounds 
previously given. 

Mr. Morris. Have you been — did you for a period, that you were 
transferred, did you not pay dues to the Communist Party in Hawaii 
while you were awaiting a recommendation from the San Francisco 
branch of the Communist Party? 

Mr. Thompson. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Have you attended executive board meetings at Ewa 
Beach? 

Mr. Thompson. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Have you attended a special convention of the Com- 
munist Party in July of 1918 to decide whether or not the Communist 
Party of Hawaii should remain in the open or go underground ? 

Mr. Thompson. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, may we finish with this particular wit- 
ness in the way I asked, namely, that Mr. Mandel make selections 
from abundant material and put what we think appropriate in our 
record? 

Senator Welker. Yes. So ordered. 

(The memorandum above referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 
389” and reads as follows :) 


Exhibit No. 389 


David Evans Thompson 

This witness was born in Salem, Oreg., in 1919. He was educated at four 
American colleges or universities, including the University of Hawaii, 1939-41, 
receiving his bachelor’s degree from the latter institution. He was honorably 
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discharged from the United States Marine Corps as a first lieutenant after hav- 
ing been severely wounded in action at l\vo Jima. 

In Honolulu, prior to World War II. the witness associated with several per- 
sons now known to have been Communist Party members at the time. After 
his return to Honolulu in 1046, Thompson was identified with the Communist 
Party as a formal member, belonging to the miscellaneous and Manoa cells of 
the party. He attended important meetings of the Communist Party of Hawaii, 
other than gatherings of his own cell. His home was used for Communist Party 
meetings. 

Thompson’s employment for the past 10 years has been with the International 
Longshoremen’s and Warehousemen’s Union. He has been its educational direc- 
tor since 1950 and, as such, in charge of propagandizing the ILWU rank and file. 
In that position, he has also conducted the ILWU’s efforts to introduced pro- 
Communist literature directly into the public schoolrooms of Hawaii, as well as 
its attempts indirectly to achieve the same effect by distributing such literature 
to individual schoolteachers by direct mail rather than through official channels 
of the Territorial department of public instruction. 

Supervision of the ILWU Book Club in Hawaii rests with the ILWU’s edu- 
cational department, headed by Thompson. The ILWU Book Club has featured 
the dissemination of many pro-Communist books and other materials, such as 
Ilarvey Matusow’s False Witness and John Steuben's Strike Strategy. These 
materials are made available to ILWU members at special libraries maintained 
by the union on most of the plantations in the islands. 

While perhaps most of the work of the department headed by Thompson is of 
the legitimate type indulged in by trade unions not led by Communists, the fact 
remains that a significant amount of the output of the department is recogni- 
zably pro-Communist propaganda. 

Mr. Morris. I have no more questions of this particular witness, 
Senator. 

Senator Welker. Senator Watkins. 

Senator Watkins. I have no questions. 

Senator Welker. Senator Butler. 

Senator Butler. I have no questions. 

Senator Welker. Senator Johnston. 

Senator Johnston. If we should go to war, would you be with 
America or with Russia ? 

Mr. Thompson. I would be with the United States. My record 
speaks for itself. 

Senator Johnston. And would you be true to them all the time or 
would you continue to aid the Soviet under cover, like you are here at 
the present time, according to the record ? 

Air. Thompson. I am a loyal American, dedicated to this Govern- 
ment; I am not a spy, have never been engaged in espionage or sabo- 
tage, and will not so engage in the future and I am not so engaged now. 

Senator Johnston. So you have no connections, then, with the 
Soviet Government in any way ? 

Air. Thompson. You have my a nswer, sir. 

Senator Johnston. Your answer is what, in regard to having any 
dealings with the Communists? You have no dealings with them to 
help overthrow our Government. Is that right? 

Mr. Thompson. 1 decline to answer that question on the grounds 
previously given. 

Senator Welker. So you are a loyal American that you just now 
stated, that you to not a saboteur or a spy, and refuse to answer Senator 
Johnston’s question ? 

May I ask you this hypothetical question? Assuming you did re- 
join the services in a war against the Communist conspiracy, Soviet 
Russia, and you received a directive from a high official of the Soviet 
conspiracy. Would you obey that directive ? 
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Mr. Thompson. I have sworn to defend my country in the past and 
I carried out my oath, and I would carry it out in the future. 

Senator Welker. Yes. All right. Now, don't you suppose you 
can help your country here in a very, very serious situation, one of 
the bastions of defense of all the world, we're sitting here taking testi- 
mony, and you taking the fifth amendment numerous times; couldn’t 
you tell us now just what kind of a loyal American you are? Do you 
think it is being a loyal American to send Harvey Matusow’s book 
the False Witness to different educational institutions or teachers 
thereof, or to workers in the union, or to different individuals? Do 
you think that’s being a loyal American ? 

Mr. Thompson. Would you mind repeating your question ? 

Senator Welker. Eead it to him. 

(The question was read by the reporter.) 

Mr. Thompson. I take it your question is whether or not I have sent 
this book to individuals. I decline to answer that question on the 
grounds previously given. 

Senator Welker. Now, being the great loyal American that you say 
you are, and at one time you were, but as of this time, being a great 
loyal American that you have told us you are, have you ever sent any 
books or pamphlets to any union, to any individual, to any person or 
persons in this Territory ? 

Mr. Thompson. I decline to answer that question on the grounds 
previously given. 

Senator Welker. Why, if you’re such a loyal American ? 

Mr. Thompson. Same answer. 

Senator Welker. “Same answer.” The fifth amendment? 

Mr. Thompson. The first and the fifth. 

Senator Welker. I say the fifth. We have had a ruling on the 
first. 

Have you sent any literature, such as interrogated, questioned — you 
were questioned about by counsel Morris, to any of your buddies of 
the Marine Corps who fought so valiantly at I wo Jima ? 

Mr. Thompson. Same answer. 

Senator Welker. You haven't, have you ? 

Mr. Thompson. Same answer. 

Senator Welker. You haven’t sent any to the American Legion, 
have you ? 

Mr. Thompson. Same answer. 

Senator Welker. Are you a member of the American Legion ? 

Mr. Thompson. No, I’m not. 

Senator Welker. Veterans of Foreign Wars? 

Mr. Thompson. No, I’m not. 

Senator Welker. Disabled American War Veterans ? 

Mr. Thompson. I am. 

Senator Welker. You’re a member of that ? 

Mr. Thompson. I am. 

Senator Welker. Have you sent them any literature ? 

Mr. Thompson. Same answer. 

Senator Welker. “Same answer.” Have you ever addressed the 
Disabled American War Veterans? 

Mr. Thompson. I have. 

Senator Welker. And what did you talk about ? 
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Mr. Thompson. Veterans’ affairs. 

Senator Welker. Veterans’ affairs. Can you tell us about what 
you discussed? 

Mr. Thompson. Yes. We discussed veterans’ benefits, activities of 
the organization, parties, things of that sort. 

Senator Welker. Well, that’s very, very wholesome. I think that 
all the members of the committee have done the same. 

Now, will you tell me any other organizations you have addressed? 

Mr. Thompson. Same answer. 

Senator Welker. “Same answer.” Are there some organizations 
that you would rather not mention that you have addressed? 

Mr. Thompson. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Senator, may I ask the witness one question ? 

Senator Welker. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. Are you presently a Communist, Sir. Thompson ? 

Mr. Thompson. Same answer. 

Senator Welker. Assuming the Disabled War Veterans would ask 
you the question “Are you now or have you ever been a member of the 
Communist Party what would your answer be ? 

Sir. Thompson. I decline to answer your question on the grounds 
previously given. 

Senator Welker. On the fifth amendment. Is that correct ? 

Sir. Thompson. The first and the fifth. 

Senator Welker. You desire to argue with me about that ruling, but 
the ruling stands. 

Now, I have no further questions, Sir. Thompson. 

I hope some of the disabled American war veterans are in the hear- 
ing room and have heard your testimony and your statement that you 
were a loyal American, and I hope they will compare that with the 
testimony given by you under oath here today. 

I think every member of this committee has served in the armed 
services. We were not as unfortunate as you, but we are loyal Ameri- 
cans too. And I’ll say this, that if you would desire to change places 
with me, you act as chairman of this committee and I will take the oath 
to my God, and I will answer truthfully and honestly and proudly the 
fact that I have never been a member of the Communist Party and 
that I am a loyal American. 

Would you desire to do that? 

Mr. Thompson. No; thank you. 

Senator Welker. Sir? 

Mr. Thompson. No; thank you. I don't desire the chair of this 
committee. 

Mr. Morris. Senator, before concluding with this witness, T would 
like to make this particular note at this particular time. That the 
work of the Senate Internal Security Subcommittee is such that we 
are very desirous of having from this particular witness the infor- 
mation bearing on the extent to which he has sent his ILWU literature 
to various teachers on the islands. And I ask again, because it is 
necessary for our record and we would like to know, I would like 
to ask this witness again to reconsider and ask if he will tell us to 
what extent he has sent ILWU literature to teachers in Hawaii \ 

Air. Thompson. My answer is the same. 

Mr. Morris. Even though you know we require it for our record. 
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I have no more questions. 

Senator Welker. Do you realize, Mr. Thompson, that nearly every 
member of this committee, I think all of the members of this com- 
mittee, have read the False Witness, we’ve read many of the docu- 
ments you were questioned about, and we didn’t feel that that would 
incriminate us. Now, can’t you tell us whether or not you have sent 
these books around ? 

As a matter of fact, I sent the False Witness to a friend of mine. 
T don't believe I incriminated myself. 

Mr. Thompson. My answer is the same. 

Senator Welker. Your answer is the same. 

Senator Johnston. Have you received or are you receiving at the 
present time any disability from the United States Government? 

Mr. Thompson. I receive retired pay. 

Senator Johnston. Retired pay. 

Senator Welker. Do you receive anything for your wounds received 
in action, compensation for your wounds? 

Mr. Thompson. That’s what the retired pay is based on. 

Senator Welker. I see. How much do you receive from the Gov- 
ernment? One hundred percent disability? 

Mr. Thompson. One hundred percent disability for the loss of a 
leg. 

Senator Welker. For the loss of a leg. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, we have two other witnesses that we 
would like to hear this morning. I know the hour is getting late, but 
we can dispose of them, I think, with 3 or 4 questions each. 

Senator Welker. I want to hurry these proceedings along because I 
don’t know how under the sun we're going to finish in the time allotted 
to us. And as chairman I am willing to run a little overtime, if the 
committee is willing to abide with me, because we certainly are bogging 
down, and we have man}" witnesses to hear. 

So you’re excused, Mr. Thompson. But you are not excused from 
the subpena. Do you understand that ? 

Mr. Thompson. I understand that. 

Senator Welker. And with the agreement made with your counsel, 
you may go anyplace you want to here, and they will bring you back 
if we need you again. You are excused, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Ogawa is the next witness. 

Senator Welker. Raise } r our right hand and be sworn. 

You solemnly swear the testimony you give before the subcommittee 
will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help 
you God? 

Mr. Ogawa. I do. 

Senator Welker. Do you understand the obligation of an oath ? 

Mr. Ogawa. I do. 

Senator Welker. What is that obligation? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Ogawa. To tell the truth and nothing but the truth. 

Senator Welker. Sir? 

Mr. Ogawa. Mr. Chairman, before you proceed. 1 don’t want to be 
televised, and I believe these lights bother me. 

Senator Welker. Now, that light is on us and not on you, and there 
is not any television camera appearing on you, and you well know it. 
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And that’s just a little act on the part of you to try to embarrass this 
committee. As far as the chairman is concerned, I don’t know any- 
body who would look at a television camera appearing on certain 
witnesses. 

Now, we’re the ones being televised, so please don’t abuse us by 
saying that you’re being unfairly treated when you know that you’re 
not being televised. 

Now proceed, counsel. 

TESTIMONY OP TADASHI OGAWA 

Mr. Morris. Will you give your name and address? 

Senator Welker. Wait a minute. I want the answer. Do you 
know the obligation of an oath ? 

Air. Ocawa. I do. 

Senator Welker. All right. You conferred with your counsel on 
it. Now, will you tell me what that obligation is ? 

Mr. Ogawa. To tell the truth and nothing but the truth. 

Senator Welker. Under what pains or penalty? 

Mr. Ogawa. I beg your pardon ? 

Senator Welker. Under what pains or penalty, if you refuse to tell 
the truth. 

Mr. Ogawa. Contempt of court. 

Senator Welker. I didn’t hear you. 

Mr. Ogawa. Contempt of court. 

Senator Welker. No. I think you’d better confer with your coun- 
sel again. 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Senator Welker. Y our answer? It’s perjury, isn’t it? Your an- 
swer is “perjury”; I’ll help you out. 

Mr. Ogawa. That’s right. 

Senator Welker. Fine. Thank you. 

Now, proceed. 

Mr. Morris. Will you give your name and address to the reporter, 
Mr. Ogawa? 

Mr. Ogawa. Tadashi Ogawa. 

Mr. Morris. Now, you are the director, are you not, of the Oahu 
division of the IIAVU? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Ogawa. I decline to answer the question on the privilege 
granted to me by the first and fifth amendment of the Constitution of 
the United States. 

Mr. Morris. Now, Mr. Chairman, in the interest of time I would 
like to mention that the September 1956 publication of the Depart- 
ment of Labor previously referred to so lists Tadashi Ogawa as di- 
rector of the Oahu division of the IIAVU, with a mailing address at 
451 Atkinson Drive. 

Senator Welker. All right. Ask him what his address is. 

Mr. Morris. That’s the mailing address of the IIAVU, Senator. 

Senator Welker. Ask him if he — Have you ever received any mail 
at that address? 

Mr. Morris. 451 Atkinson Drive? Have you received mail at 451 
Atkinson Drive? 
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(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Ogawa. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Ogawa, are you now a Communist? 

Mr. Ogawa. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Have Communist Party meetings been held at your 
home ? 

Mr. Ogawa. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Senators, I have a long series of questions prepared 
based on evidence, extensive evidence, that this man has been a Com- 
munist in Honolulu, has been a Communist for quite a period of time, 
but I think in view of the witness' answers it would be unavailing for 
us to continue. 

Senator Welker. I am going to disagree with you, counsel. I don’t 
care whether he takes the fifth amendment. I want him to be upon 
his witness stand and fully interrogated. This committee came a 
long ways to find out wliat’s going on here in the Territory of Hawaii. 
We’re not trying to bust any unions, we’re not trying to incriminate 
anyone unless he deserves it by his answers, and then that's someone 
else's duty, not ours. So I am asking you, and I think the commit- 
tee will abide by this order, that you interrogate this gentleman as 
long as you desire. 

Mr. Morris. Have Communist Party meetings been held at Jim 
Freeman’s home, to your knowledge ? 

Mr. Ogawa. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Have you attended meetings at Jim Freeman’s home? 
Communist Party meetings? 

Mr. Ogawa. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Have you attended Communist Party meetings at the 
home of Jack Ivimoto? 

Mr. Ogawa. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Have you attended Communist Party meetings in an- 
ticipation of the sugar strike ? 

Mr. Ogawa. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Have you attended executive board meetings of the 
Community Party at Ewa Beach? 

Mr. Ogawa. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Have yon attended education recruiting meetings at 
the home of Ralph Vossbrink? 

Mr. Ogawa. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Have you attended large executive board meetings of 
the Communist Party at the home of Jack Hall in Manoa? 

Mr. Ogawa. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. I have no more questions of this witness, Senator. 

Senator Welker. Senator Johnston. 

Senator Johnston. No questions. 

Senator Welker. Senator Watkins. 

Senator Watkins. No questions. 

Senator Welker. Senator Butler. Senator Eastland. 

Mr. Morris. Will you ask the witness to stand by, in the event 
we may need him again, Senator? 

Senator Welker. Yes. I am not satisfied with the interrogation of 
this witness. I think we should go further into it. So you are 
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ordered and directed to step aside, and you will be called back at a 
later date. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Fujisaki. 

Senator Welker. Raise your right hand and be sworn. 

You solemnly swear the testimony you give before the subcommittee 
will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help 
you God? 

Mr. Fujisaki. I do. 

TESTIMONY OE SABXJRO FUJISAKI 

Senator Welker. Your name? 

Mr. Fujisaki. Saburo Fujisaki. 

Senator Welker. And your residence, please. Sit down. 

Mr. Fujisaki. My residence is G158 Wakini Place, Honolulu. 

Senator Welker. Where? 

Mr. Fujisaki. Wakini Place. 

Mr. Morris. Will you give your name and address to the reporter ? 

Senator Welker. He has given that. I j ust asked him. 

Mr. Morris. All right. Were you born on the island of Hawaii on 
May 10, 1920? 

Mr. Fujisaki. Yes; I was. 

Mr. Morris. Are you now the insurance solicitor for the island of 
Oahu for the ILWU and the UPW ? 

Mr. Fujisaki. 1 want to consult my attorney. 

(The witness consults with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Fujisaki. I decline to answer that question on the basis of 
the first and fifth amendments of the United States Constitution. 

Senator Welker. Same ruling as given by the Chair to the fore- 
going witnesses. 

Mr. Morris. Are you a Communist, Mr. Fujisaki ? 

Mr. Fujisaki. Before you go on, I would like to request that I 
wouldn’t like to be televised. 

Senator Welker. Now, just a moment. You are not to address 
this committee until you’re asked a question. 

Now, proceed. 

Mr. Morris. Are you presently a Communist, Mr. Fujisaki? 

Mr. Fujisaki. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Have you been the director of the ILWU defense 
fund ? 

Mr. Fujisaki. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Have you been a courier for the Communist Party be- 
tween San Francisco and Hawaii ? 

Air. Fujisaki. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Have Communist Party meetings been held in your 
home ? 

Mr. Fujisaki. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Senator, I have no more questions of this witness. 

Senator Welker. What do you do to make a living ? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Fujisaki. Same answer. 

Senator Welker. You think it might tend to incriminate you if 
you told the committee that you mowed lawns or practiced law, or 
anything like that? 
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Mr. Fujisaki. Same answer. 

Senator Welker. As a matter of fact, you received a little mimeo- 
graphed sheet, did you not, telling you exactly what you were going 
to say and do when you appeared before this committee? 

Mr. Fujisaki. Same answer. 

Senator Welker. Do you know of that sheet’s existence ? 

Mr. Fujisaki. Same answer. 

Senator Welker. Would you say it didn’t exist ? 

Mr. Fujisaki. Same answer. 

Senator Welker. Now will you tell me that you have one in your 
possession ? 

Mr. Fujisaki. Same answer. 

Senator Welker. If such a sheet existed, do you know who pre- 
pared it? 

Mr. Fujisaki. Same answer. 

Senator Welker. Did you talk to anybody prior to coming to this 
hearing room, with respect to your testimony ? 

Mr. Fujisaki. Same answer. 

Senator Welker. Certainly, you discussed this matter with your 
able counsel. 

Mr. Fujisaki. Same answer. 

Senator Welker. You deny to this committee whether or not you 
discussed your testimony with your counsel ? Is that correct? 

Mr. Fujisaki. Same answer. On the grounds of the first and fifth 
amendments. 

Senator Welker. On the grounds of the 1st, 5th, and 60th amend- 
ment, I am asking you whether or not did you confer with your 
counsel, which is the right of any person under the Constitution, and 
certainly the duty of you to talk with them. Did you confer with 
counsel prior to coming to this hearing ? 

Mr. Fujisaki. I should not like to be a part of this circus, so I de- 
cline to answer the question. 

Senator Welker. Sir? I don't desire to argue with you. But 
answer that question. Will you ? 

Mr. Fujisaki. I have already given my answer. 

Senator Welker. And did you say something about a circus? 

Mr. Fujisaki. The record shows. 

Senator Welker. Oh, the record shows that it is a circus? But I 
think there are thousands and thousands of people on this island will 
know who is putting on the circus. And it is certainly not this com- 
mittee. 

Now, since it is a circus in your opinion, will you tell me this? Are 
you now or have you ever been a member of the Communist Party? 

All*. Fujisaki. 1 refuse to answer on the same ground. 

Senator Welker. Have you ever been off the mainland or over on 
the mainland and out of the islands ? 

Mr. Fujisaki. Same answer. 

Senator Welker. Have you ever carried secret Communist docu- 
ments and material from the mainland to the islands or from the 
islands to the mainland ? 

Mr. Fujisaki. Same answer. 
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Senator Welker. Did you ever carry oral instructions or informa- 
tion from the islands to the mainland or from the mainland to the 
islands? 

Mr. Fujisaki. Same answer. 

Senator Welker. Do you know Harvey Matnsow? 

Mr. Fujisaki. No; I don’t. 

Senator Welker. Have you ever read his book The False Witness? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Fujisaki. No; I did not. 

Senator Welker. Very well. Any further questions of the witness ? 

Mr. Morris. No, Senator; I have no questions. 

Senator Johnson. Let’s think about some other things for a minute. 
You like apples, don’t you? Do you like to eat apples? 

Mr. Fujisaki. No; I don’t. 

Senator Johnson. Don’t like to eat apples. Do you — you know 
what an apple is, don’t you? 

Mr. Fujisaki. Yes. 

Senator Johnson. What would you do if you had a barrel of apples 
and you knew that there were about 0 or 8 in the whole barrel rotten. 
What would you do with those rotten apples? 

Mr. Fujisaki. Throw them away. 

Senator Johnston. Throw them away. Don’t you think the best 
thing the ILWU could probably do would be to throw some of the 
rotten apples out of the union and clear it up and then go ahead? 

Mr. Fujisaki. Same answer. 

Senator Johnston. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. May I be excused, Mr. Chairman, because Senator 
Eastland and I have a luncheon engagement which is quite important 
to the businses of the committee. 

Senator Welker. Do you have some more witnesses we can get 
through with quickly? 

Mr. Morris. No; there are no more witnesses set for this morning, 
Senator. We have witnesses for this afternoon, for the 3 :30 session. 

Senator Welker. Very well. The witness is excused. You will 
stand by under the rule heretofore given, and the committee will start 
its hearings again at 3:30 this afternoon. 

(Whereupon, at 12 :05 p. m., the subcommittee recessed until 3 :30 

p. m.) 

afternoon session 

The subcommittee met, pursuant to recess, at 3:30 p. m., in the 
senate chamber, Iolani Palace, Senator John Marshall Butler pre- 
siding. 

Present: Senator Eastland, chairman, Senators Watkins, Johnston, 
Welker, and Butler. 

Also present: Robert Morris, chief counsel; Benjamin Man del, re- 
search director. 

Senator Butler. The subcommittee will come to order. 

Mr. Morris. Senators, the first witness this afternoon is Mr. Ronald 
Jamieson. 

Senator Butler. Mr. Jamieson. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Jamieson, will you come forward? 
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Senator Butler. Hold up your right hand. In the presence of 
Almighty God, do you solemnly promise and declare that the evidence 
you give this subcommittee will be the truth, the whole truth, and 
nothing but the truth? 

Mr. Jamieson. I do. 

Senator Butler. The witness is sworn. 

TESTIMONY OF BOLAND B. JAMIESON 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Jamieson, will you give your full name and ad- 
dress to the reporter, please \ 

Mr. Jamieson. My name is Eonald B. Jamieson, 1908 Ualakaa 
Street, Honolulu, T. H. 

Mr. Morris. Will you be seated, Mr. Jamieson, please? 

Mr. Jamieson, you are an attorney here in Honolulu, are you not? 

Mr. Jamieson. That is correct. 

Mr. Morris. Were you born here on the island? 

Mr. Jamieson. I was born here, in Honolulu. 

Mr. Morris. Will you tell us about your schooling? 

Mr. Jamieson. I went to Punahou School, to Harvard College, 
Harvard Law School ; I graduated from all three. 

Mr. Morris. In what year did you obtain your law degree? 

Mr. Jamieson. I obtained the law degree in 1939. 

Mr. Morris. You practice — you are admitted to the bar here in 
Oahu ? 

Mr. Jamieson. I was admitted to the bar here in Honolulu in 1939. 

Mr. Morris. And you have been practicing here in Honolulu since 
that time ? 

Mr. Jamieson. Yes ; I have been a practicing attorney in Honolulu 
since that time, except for trips to the mainland. 

Mr. Morris. Now, you have been a circuit court judge here on the 
island ? 

Mr. Jamieson. Yes; that is correct. 

Mr. Morris. You have been also assistant attorney general? 

Mr. Jamieson. A deputy attorney general. 

Mr. Morris. A deputy attorney general. Will you tell us when you 
served in that capacity ? 

Mr. Jamieson. I was a deputy attorney general from 1944 to 1947. 

Mr. Morris. And when did you act as a circuit court judge? 

Mr. Jamieson. I was a circuit court judge from 1952 to 1953. 

Mr. Morris. Now, you were also conciliator in one of the pineapple 
strikes, were you not ? 

Mr. Jamieson. Yes. I was the conciliator appointed by Governor 
Stainback and then continued by Governor Long when he became 
governor, in the 1951 Lanai Island pineapple strike from March 1 
to July 20. 

Mr. Morris. Did you while acting in that capacity encounter Jack 
Hall and the other officials of the 1LWU ? 

Mr. Jamieson. Yes, I did; I had a great many meetings and con- 
versations with Jack Hall, and I had some conversations with other 
ILWU personnel. 

Mr. Morris. Particularly Louis F orest Goldblatt, is it not ? 

Mr. Jamieson. Yes. I had a conversation with Louis Goldblatt. 
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Mr. Morris. Now, before going on. 

Senators, we liacl prepared a subpena when the announcement was 
made that some of the top oflicials of the ILWU nationally were going 
to be in the islands, we had prepared a subpena for Mr. Goldblatt and 
we were hoping that he would be here. However, inasmuch as he is not 
here, we haven’t served that subpena. Now, we didn’t want to call him 
as a witness except with respect to the testimony of Mr. Jamieson here 
today. 

Now, I wonder if you would, Mr. Jamieson, relate to us from the 
very beginning and as succinctly as possible, your experience with the 
gentleman we have been talking about. 

Mr. Jamieson. With Mr. Goldblatt? 

Mr. Morris. No. Hall, Goldblatt, and the other top officials of the 

ILWU. 

Mr. Jamteson. Yes ; I would be 

Mr. Morris. As succinctly as you can, but yet give us all the facts. 

Mr. Jamieson. I would be glad to do that. 

Mr. Morris. I notice, Mr. Jamieson, you have notes there. Are 
they contemporaneous notes that you took at the time of these en- 
counters ? 

Mr. Jamieson. I have some contemporaneous notes of a conversation 
I had with Louis Goldblatt on the morning of July 5, 1951. I made 
these notes very soon after, either the afternoon of the same da} 7 or 
else the next day. 

Mr. Morris. All right. And both of the episodes that you are 
going to relate to us took place within a relatively short period of 
time? 

Mr. Jamieson. The other — there was another episode with Jack 
Hall, which took place on May 26, 1951. 

Mr. Morris. Will you tell us about both of those episodes ? 

Mr. Jamieson. The Jack Hall episode. On May 26, 1951, the rep- 
resentatives of the ILWU and the Hawaiian Pineapple Co. signed a 
tentative agreement for settling of the Lanai Island pineapple strike. 
This agreement was subject to ratification by the union rank and file 
and also by the board of directors of the Hawiian Pineapple Co. 

In the morning on May 26, after that agreement had been signed, 
Jack Hall suggested going down to the Young Hotel bar and having 
a few drinks to celebrate the occasion. Somewhat reluctantly I went 
down. Mr. E. C. Rinehart, of the Employers Council, came with us. 
I might say that Mr. Hall’s suggestion was directed to all of us. And 
also Mr. C. C. Cadagan, the vice president of Hawaiian Pineapple 
Co. He was the main Hawaiian Pineapple Co. man whom I had been 
dealing with. He came also. The four of us went down to the bar 
and had some drinks. Mr. Hall had quite a few drinks and became 
considerably under the influence of liquor. There had been a lot of 
conversation at the table. After Mr. Hall had had quite a number of 
drinks, he started talking very freely, as if to tell us things that would 
interest us, that we would not know otherwise. 

One of the things he said was that he knew that three-quarters of 
the 39 reluctant witnesses before the 1950 committee from the House of 
Representatives of the United States Congress were members of the 
Communist Party. Now the language he used did not indicate that 
they were necessarily members at the time when they were called 
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before the committee, but lie did indicate very clearly that he knew 
that three-quarters of the 30 witnesses had been members. 

Now, 1 have one qualification to make to my testimony in reference 
to that statement. It may be that the fraction that Mr. Hall used was 
two-thirds. I think by a bare probability that it was probably three- 
quarters, but it might conceivably be two-thirds. 

Mr. Morris. As he gave it to you in the context, that at least he 
knew it was that amount, he knew about that amount ; he knew nothing 
about the other portion ; is that it ? 

Mr. Jamieson. Well, he was telling us about the portion represented 
by that fraction, and he knew that they were or had been members 
of the Communist Party. I might add that sometime soon after May 
26, I gave a statement to the Federal Bureau of Investigation, when 
my mind was still fresh, of this statement by Hall and gave the Federal 
Bureau of Investigation the actual fraction which Hall used when he 
spoke. 

Hall also made another statement, which was of interest. He said 
that Tom Tagawa 

Mr. Morris . Will you spell that, please ? 

Mr. Jamieson. T-o-m T-a-g-a-w-a. Hall said that he himself knew 
that when Tom Tagawa testified before the 1950 committee of the 
House of Representatives, that Tagawa had perjured himself when 
he said that he had not been a member of the Communist Party. 

I also reported that statement to the Federal Bureau of Investiga- 
tion, when my mind — when it was fresh in my mind. 

The conversation with Louis Goldblatt was in the presence of Jack 
Hall, the regional director of the ILWU, Tarahasa Osliiro, an ILWU 
official, and Takeo Furawiki, an ILWU official. I had met Oshiro 
and Furawiki a number of times, but they were a good deal less 
important than Hall, and I didn’t have much to do with them. 1 
had never met Goldblatt before. 

Mr. Morris. This, too, was in the capacity — the statements were 
made to you in your capacity as conciliator between the company and 
the union ? 

Mr. Jamieson. Yes ; that is correct. 

Senator Butler. And at the same time ? 

Mr. Jamieson. No. These statements of Louis Goldblatt and Hall, 
which I am going to tell of in a moment, were made on July 5, 1951. 
In other words, over a month later. This was at ILWU headquarters 
in the morning, and I was introduced to Goldblatt, whom I had not 
met before, and the five of us talked together. I don’t know exactly 
what — for sure — what caused Goldblatt to make the statement he did, 
but I am fairly sure I had made some remark in this sense, that it would 
be desirable for the striking employees and also for their company 
to settle this strike on some kind of a reasonable basis and start work 
again and save the crop, and that everybody would be better off in the 
end. 

Apparently that was not to Mr. Goldblatt’s taste, so Goldblatt said 
that the company had a right to throw away its crop if it wants to, that 
the company's mistake was not shooting five employees, to keep the 
employees in line, the way they do in Malaya. 

And on my written statement I have “et cetera,” indicating that 
there were several other remarks in that sense, made by Goldblatt. 
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Then Goldblatt went on: “That the strike was based on hatred 
against the company,” In other words, hatred of the strikers for the 
company and a desire on the part of the strikers to reduce Lanai to 
volcanic ash, 

Mr. Morris, To reduce 

Mr. Jamieson, To reduce Lanai to volcanic ash. In other words, 
that was what the union and the strikers wanted to do to Lanai. 

That the strike is a strike without an issue and is based on hatred for the 
company and a desire to destroy it. That Henry White ought to go out and 
pick the pineapples, and the union members would pay $10 apiece to watch him. 

Henry White was the president of the Hawaiian Pineapple Co. 

Goldblatt and Hall both said “that if the company offered the tenta- 
tive agreement,” and that was the agreement that had been negotiated 
on May 26, 1951, and rejected a few days later by the union after 
a purported vote of the rank and file. Goldblatt and Hall said “that 
if the company offered the tentative agreement, plus union shop and 
the 12 cents,” in other words, the 12 cents an hour pay increase — 

The strike would still not be settled ; that the union would invent other issues 
to keep the strike going. Goldblatt said that the strike was what the company 
was getting for abandoning industrywide bargaining; that under industrywide 
bargaining the union told the units they had to go along with the overall agree- 
ment ; that with company or unit bargaining the union told each unit it could do 
what it liked. 

Then either Goldblatt or Hall or both of them repeated that cliche, 
that the company is out to bust the union. I mean that is one of the 
theme songs of the ILWU, and I heard that a good many times. So 
I called them on it and told them that they knew that that statement 
was absolutely untrue, that the company in fact was in no position to 
break the union, even if it wanted to, and Goldblatt and Hall admitted 
that that was a fact, that the company was not in a position to break 
the union. 

Goldblatt said that one-half of the strike committee, that was the 
strike committee having the immediate supervision of the Lanai strike, 
Goldblatt said that half of the strike committe had learned guerrilla 
warfare with the Huks. 

Hall said that the strike was going to continue until Cadagan got 
fired. That means fired by Hawaiian Pineapple Co. 

Goldblatt emphasized that the strike was going to go on to destroy 
the company on Lanai, 

Hall and Goldblatt talked about there being nothing left on Lanai 
after the strike. 

Mr. Morris. Now, what was that ? I don’t quite understand. What 
was that reference to the strikers being trained ? May I ask you 
about that again ? 

Mr, Jamieson. Goldblatt — in the course of this conversation — it is 
not in my notes, but it is very vivid in my memory — in the course of 
this conversation, Goldblatt turned to me and made a remark which 
he must have made because he saw the puzzled expression on my face, 
Goldblatt said, “You know the man with the gray beard, don’t you?” 

And I said, “You mean Karl Marx?” 

And he said, “Yes,” 

And what he meant by the Huks was the Communist army in the 
Philippines, which was active during World War II and then after 
the war made war on the Philippine Government. And Goldblatt 
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said that half of the strike committee had learned guerrilla warfare 
with the links. And he suggested that if necessary the strikers would 
be able to, you might say, take care of themselves on Lanai in that 
way. In other words, if there was violence, they had some knowledge 
as to how to carry it on. 

Mr. Morris. Senators, that is the testimony that we have taken 
from Sir. Jamieson here in executive session. 

Not only are you testifying under oath but you have before you, 
and this you swear, your contemporaneous notes made at the time. 
Is that right ? 

Mr. Jamieson. Yes. These notes were made either the day the con- 
versation took place or the next day. I am not really quite finished 
with my notes, if you would like to have the rest. 

Senator Johnston. Yes; we would. 

Sir. Jamieson. Goldblatt emphasized that the strike was going to go 
on to destroy the company on Lanai. Hall and Goldblatt talked about 
there being nothing left on Lanai after the strike. They talked about 
the crop being already lost. Goldblatt and Hall said that there would 
be other Lanais. Goldblatt said that in 30 or 40 days the employers 
would not be able to speak to their employees. TVhat he meant was — 
what he made clear was that the hatred in another 30 or 40 days would 
be so great against the company that the company’s supervisory em- 
ployees would not be able to talk to the strikers. 

I reported this conversation to Governor Long and also to the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation. 

Senator Butler. Is there anything further? 

Mr. Jamieson. I might go back a little bit. When I got into this 
strike I was quite conscious that the Korean war was going on; that 
the ILWTJ is, and was then, a Communist-dominated union; that the 
union’s policy is synchronized with the foreign policy of the Soviet 
Union and is guided by directives which come one way or another 
from the Communist Party. 1 knew also that the union had settled 
with Hawaiian Pineapple Co., as far as the Wahiawa unit of the 
company was concerned, on the same basis on which the company was 
willing to settle with the Lanai unit. I also knew that it was desirable 
from the point of view of the Communists to have a sort of pilot 
light strike going in case a general war broke out in the Orient. I 
felt like they might like to pull a general strike in the Hawaiian Islands 
to do the best they could to make it difficult for the United States to 
fight the war, or they might like to pull a big strike and have the 
strike end unsuccessfully in order to destroy the union in case the 
Communist leaders of the union were interned. I was quite sure that, 
rather than have the union to fall into non-Communist hands, the 
union leaders — the Communist union leaders — would prefer that the 
union be destroyed as much as possible. 

Mr. Morris. Now, Mr. Jamieson, this all you tell us is something 
more than very militant trade-unionism ? 

Mr. Jamieson. Oh, yes. I think it is a lot more than militant trade 
unionism, and I say that, insofar as the ILWU has functioned as a 
trade union, its trade-union functions have been subsidiary to and 
incidental to its function as an instrumentality of the Communist 
Party. 

By saying that I wouldn’t want to minimize the fact that the union 
has got substantial gains for the employees on a trade-union basis, 
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but I don't think that those gains were obtained for the members. 
They were obtained as a tactical and as a strategic move for the 
Communist Party. 

I don’t want to drag out my reasons too long, but as a result of this 
sort of thinking, and after a good deal of thought, particularly because 
my role in this thing was as a conciliator, but, anyway, some time along 
the course of my work, 1 think probably in the latter part of April 
or the early part of May, I decided to get in touch with the United 
States attorney’s office and t lie Federal Bureau of Investigation, and 
recommended to them that they make an investigation with a view 
of having a Smith Act prosecution against the people who were behind 
this strike. I explained to them my reasons. Of course, I didn’t have 
the evidence for a Smith Act prosecution myself, but I felt absolutely 
sure that the Communist Party was running this strike, and it was 
running the strike not for trade-union purposes but for the purposes 
of the power of the party against the United States. 

Mr. Morris. Now, that last thing you said, Mr. Jamieson, is your 
personal opinion and conclusion, based on the evidence that you cited 
previously ? 

Mr. Jamieson. Yes; that’s true. It is not, however, a rashly drawn 
conclusion. I mean I've thought it over. 

Mr. Morris. You have already given us the evidence which forms 
the basis of your conclusion ? 

Mr. Jamieson. Yes. That's right. 

Senator Butler. Over what period of time did you deal with 
the ILWU ? 

Mr. Jamieson. I started dealing with the IIAYU on March 1, as 
soon as I was appointed, and I think I had my last conversation with 
an ILTVU official on July 20, when I had a telephone talk with Louis 
Goldblatt. 

Senator Butler. And at the end of that period you were convinced 
that it was a completely Communist-dominated union and any labor 
or employee activity was merely coincidental ? 

Air. Jamieson. Oh, yes; that’s true. I was absolutely sure that the 
union was carried on for the greater power of the Communist Party. 

Mr. Morris. Senators, that is all. 

Senator Butler. Senator Watkins, any questions? 

Senator Watkins. 1 have no questions. 

Senator Butler. Senator Johnston. 

Senator Johnston. No questions. 

Senator Butler. Senator Welker. 

Senator Welker. No questions. 

Senator Butler. Thank you, Mr. Jamieson. 

Mr. Morris. Thank you, Mr. Jamieson, for coining forward and 
testifying. 

(The witness was excused.) 

Mr. Morris. Henry Benjamin Epstein. 

Senator Butler. Mr. Epstein, will you hold up your right hand? 
Do you in the presence of Almighty God solemnly promise and declare 
that such evidence as you give this subcommittee will be the truth, the 
whole truth, and nothing but the truth ? 

Mr. Epstein. I do. 

Senator Butler. The witness is sworn. 
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TESTIMONY OF HENKY BENJAMIN EPSTEIN 

Mr. Symonds. Mr. Chairman, may the record show that Mrs. Bous- 
log and Mr. Symonds are representing this witness? 

Senator Butler. The record will so show. 

Mr. Epstein. May I make the same request with regard to tele- 
vision, please? 

Senator Butler. Yes. There will be no televising of this witness. 

Mr. Morris. What is your name? 

Mr. Epstein. Henry B. Epstein. 

Mr. Morris. Where do you reside? 

Mr. Epstein. 5204 Ani Street. 

Mr. Morris. Were you born in Xew York City in 1923? 

Mr. Epstein. I was. 

Mr. Morris. Will you tell us what schools, elementary schools, you 
attended? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Epstein. I attended Public School 40 in Xew York, Stitch 
Junior High School, and the High School of Music and Art. 

Mr. Morris. Did you attend college in Xew York? 

Mr. Epstein. Xo: I did not. 

Mr. Morris. Did you attend college at any time? 

Mr. Epstein. Xo; I did not. 

Mr. Morris. Will you tell us what employment you had prior to 
coming to Hawaii ? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Epstein. 1 am going to refuse to answer that question on the 
grounds of the first and fifth amendments. 

Senator Butler. The committee does not recognize any right that 
you would have under the first amendment, but we will accept the 
fifth amendment. 

Mr. Morris. Did you come to Hawaii in 1947 ? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Epstein. I did, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Are you now the full-time director of United Public 
Workers ? 

Mr. Epstein. I am going to refuse to answer that question on the 
same constitutional grounds. 

Mr. Morris. That is, claim of privilege under the fifth amendment ? 

Mr. Epstein. I am claiming under the first and fifth, sir. 

Senator Butler. The same remarks, we will not recognize any right 
you may have under the first amendment. If you want to claim the 
privilege of the fifth amendment, on the basis that any testimony you 
may give in that regard would tend to incriminate you or make you tes- 
tify against yourself, we will accept. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, in view of the witness’ refusal to tell 
the committee whether or not he is the director of the United Public 
Workers, I ask if we may call upon Mr. Mandel to give us the best 
evidence that we have on that fact. 

Senator Butler. It will be so ordered. 

Mr. Mandel. The Directory of Labor Organizations of the Terri- 
tory of Hawaii, Xo. 30, revised September 1956, page 22, lists under 
United Public Workers, Territorial officers, Henry B. Epstein, direc- 
tor. 
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Senator Welker. Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Butler. Yes, Senator Welker. 

Senator Welker. May I ask, by reason of the testimony from Mr. 
Mandel, that the witness be ordered and directed to answer the ques- 
tion propounded to him? 

Senator Butler. Well, the Chair will — as I understand the situa- 
tion, the witness was asked a question as to whether or not he is now 
the full-time director of the United Public Workers, and he claimed 
the immunity under the fifth amendment. 

Senator Welker. That’s right. 

Senator Butler. It seems to the Chair that he has the right to do 
that if he so desires. 

Senator Welker. May I repeat my request, as a member of this 
committee, that he be ordered and directed to answer the question? 

Senator Butler. I will so direct, if you like it. I direct you, Mr. 
Witness, to answer the question. 

Mr. Epstein. The answer will be the same, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Butler. And what is that? 

Mr. Epstein, That I decline to answer on the grounds of the first 
amendment and fifth amendment. 

Mr. Morris. Prior to coming to Honolulu, were you a member of 
the Young Communist League? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Epstein. I am going to refuse to answer that question on the 
same grounds. 

Mr. Morris. Have you been a member of the joint Federal workers 
branch of the Communist Party in Chicago? 

Mr. Epstein. I am going to refuse to answer that question on the 
first and fifth amendments. 

Mr. Morris. Was your announced purpose, in coming to Hawaii, 
to organize public employees into Local 646 of the United Public 
Workers of America ? 

Mr. Epstein. I am going to refuse to answer that question on the 
same grounds. 

Mr. Morris. When you came to the Hawaii Islands, did you become 
a member of the Communist Party here ? 

Mr. Epstein. I am going to refuse to answer that question on the 
same grounds. 

Mr. Morris. Have you tried — specifically, in 1947, did you make 
an effort to infiltrate the Hawaiian police force with Communists? 

Mr. Epstein. I am going to refuse to answer that question on the 
grounds of the first and fifth amendments. 

Senator Butler. I notice you say, “Pm going to v ; now, do yon ? 

Mr. Epstein. 1 do, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Did you make an effort to organize the police depart- 
ment in 1949 — in 1947? 

ill*. Epstein. Same answer. 

Senator Butler. When did you come to Hawaii ? 

Mr. Epstein. 1947, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Was an unannounced purpose of yours to recruit police 
officers of Hawaii into the union shortly after your arrival? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 
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Mr. Epstein. I will refuse to answer that question for the same 
reason. 

Mr. Morris. To your knowledge, was the United Public Workers 
expelled from the CIO in 1950? 

(The witness confers with his counsel.) 

Mr. Epstein. My answer to that, Mr. Chairman, will be the same. 
I refuse to answer on the constitutional grounds previously given. 

Air. Morris. From 1947 to date, has your organization, that is, the 
United Public Workers, been directed by a paid full-time stall' of 
identified Communists headed by yourself ? 

Air. Epstein. Again, 1 will refuse to answer that question on the 
ground I stated. 

Air. AIoeris. Have you been identified as a member of the Young 
Communist League ? 

Air. Epstein. The same answer, sir. 

Air. Morris. The Communist Party of Chicago ? 

Air. Epstein. Same answer. 

Air. AIorris. Communist Party of Hawaii ? 

Air. Epstein. Same answer. 

Air. AIorris. In 1947, did you send Henry Toyama, who was at that 
time a Communist Party member, to the island of Hawaii to be an 
organizer for the UPWA ? 

Air. Epstein. Same answer, sir. 

Air. AIorris. Did you at that time instruct him to report to David 
E. Thompson, a leading member of the Communist Party of Hawaii, 
informing Toyama that he was being transferred to a Communist 
Party cell at Olaa in Hawaii ? 

Air. Epstein. I am going to refuse to answer that on the same 
grounds. 

Senator Butler. Do you feel that a truthful answer to any of these 
questions would tend to incriminate you and bring criminal action 
upon you ? 

Air. Epstein. I believe I understand my constitutional rights, Air. 
Chairman. I am using them in good faith. 

Senator Welker. That isn’t an answer to the question, Air. Chair- 
man. I insist that he answer it. 

Senator Butler. Do you feel as though a truthful answer to the 
questions which have been propounded to you would tend to incrimi- 
nate you if a criminal prosecution was brought against you? 

Air. Epstein. I believe they might tend to do so, sir ; yes. 

Air. AIorris. In 1945, did the Communist Party in Hawaii, for 
security reasons, order transferred into a new secret cell all Com- 
munist Party members who were government employees or closely 
connected with the government or politics? Did the Communist 
Party of Hawaii, of which you were a member at that time, for 
security reasons, order transferred into a new secret cell all party 
members who were government employees or closely connected with 
governmental policies ? 

Air. Epstein. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds of 
the first and fifth amendments. 

Mr. AIorris. Among these persons was — included among these 
persons was Robert Al. Ivempa ? 
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Mr. Epstein. I refuse to answer that question on the same con- 
stitutional grounds. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know that Robert M. Kempa, at that time, was 
employed by the board of water supply of the city and county of 
Honolulu? 

Mr. Epstein. I refuse to answer that question, on the same grounds, 
based on the Bill of Rights. 

Mr. Morris. Was included among these persons Wilfred M. Oka 
because he was then secretary of the Oahu County committee of the 
Democratic Party? 

Mr, Epstein. Again I refuse to answer that question. 

Mr. Morris. And was yourself included because you were soliciting 
government workers to join the UPWA ? 

Mr. Epstein. Again I refuse to answer on the same constitutional 
grounds. 

Mr. Morris. Have you been an exceptionally industrious and effec- 
tive lobbyist from — for the Communist viewpoint? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Epstein. I refuse to answer that question on the same ground. 

Senator Butler. On the ground that it would incriminate you if 
you gave a truthful answer to it ? 

Mr. Epstein. It might tend to incriminate me, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Now, have you appeared before legislative bodies in 
your capacity of director of the United Public Workers ? 

Mr. Epstein. I refuse to answer that question on the same ground. 

Mr. Morris. Have you been a leading opponent of Communist in- 
vestigations in Hawaii ? 

Mr. Epstein. I refuse to answer that question on the same consti- 
tutional grounds. 

Mr. Morris. Have you concentrated your efforts on recruiting so 
as to increase the strength of your organization, which continues under 
Communist domination and which now has about 2,000 members? 

Mr. Epstein. Once again, I refuse to answer that question on the 
same constitutional grounds. 

Mr. Morris. Senator Butler, the staff has prepared a memorandum 
based on the information and evidence that we have received in the 
file. Now I have just gone through this memorandum point by point 
and given Mr. Epstein an opportunity to deny that. 

Senator, there is one thing I didn’t take up there, and that was the 
excerpt from the Territorial Commission on Subversive Activities, 
and the Territorial commission at that time, on March 31, 1954, held 
that — 

the United Public Workers in Hawaii is controlled by the Communist Party 
through the instruments of Henry Epstein and other paid employees of the 
union — Stephen Murin, Max Roffman, and Jeanette Nakama Rohrbough. 

Do you have knowledge that the United Public Workers in Hawaii 
is controlled by the Communist Party? 

Mr. Epstein. Once again, I refuse to answer that question on the 
same constitutional grounds. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know that Stephen Murin is an instrument of 
the Communist Party in its control of the United Public Workers? 
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Mr. Epstein. I am going to decline to answer that question on the 
same ground. 

Mr. Morris. Same question for Max R off man. 

Mr. Epstein. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Same question for Jeannette Nakama Rohrbough. 

Mr. Epstein. Same answer. 

Senator Butler. Counsel, you may make your offer. 

Mr. Morris. I would like to, Senator, otfer into the record this 
memorandum. Now, what we have done, the staff has compiled, not 
all of it, but a good part of its evidence and information into this com- 
pilation. We don’t like to put this in the record unless we give the 
witness on the stand an opportunity to deny or affirm. We put it forth 
as information and evidence that we consider reliable and with the 
limitation surrounding it, particularly in view of the witness’ refusal 
to testify I would like it to go into the record at this time. 

Senator Butler. It will be so ordered. 

(The document referred to is as follows :) 

Henry Benjamin Epstein 

This witness was born at New York City in 1923, came to Hawaii in 1947, and 
now resides at 5204 Ani Street, Honolulu. He is the full-time director of the 
United Public Workers, as to which the Territorial Commission on Subversive 
Activities has found (report dated March 31, 1954) : 

“(1) The United Public Workers in Hawaii is controlled by the Communist 
Party through the instrument of Henry Epstein and other paid employees of the 
union — Stephen Murin, Max Roffman, and Jeanette Rohrbough. 

“(2) The Communist Party has exploited the UPW and its membership pri- 
marily for Communist purposes. 

“(3) In conflicts of interest between the Communist Party and the rank-and- 
file membership of the union, the Communist interest has prevailed. 

“(4) The elected officials of the union and the rank and file either cannot or 
wiU not recognize that their union is Communist-dominated. So far as is known, 
they have taken no steps to rid the union of its Communist taint.” 

Epstein’s announced purpose in coming to Hawaii was to organize public em- 
ployees into local 640 of the United Public Workers of America. An unan- 
nounced purpose was to recruit police officers of Hawaii into that union. 

Because of its Communist leadership, the UPWA was expelled from the CIO 
in 1950. Subsequent to the national disintegration of the UPWA, its Hawaii 
local resolved itself into the present United Public Workers. From 1947 to 
date, the organization has been directed by a paid full-time staff of identified 
Communists (who are not public workers), headed by Epstein. 

This witness has been identified in the Young Communist League and the 
Communist Party, in Chicago, and in the Communist Party of Hawaii. 

When, in 1947, he sent Henry Toyama (also then a Communist Party member) 
to the Island of Hawaii to be an organizer for the UPWA, Epstein instructed 
him to report to David E. Thompson, a leading Communist Party member on 
Hawaii, informing Toyama that he was being transferred to the Communist 
Party cell at Olaa, Hawaii. 

In 1949, the Communist Party of Hawaii, for security reasons, ordered trans- 
ferred into a new secret cell all party members who were government employees 
or closely connected with government or politics. These persons included, by 
way of example, Robert M. Kempa, because he was employed by the Board of 
Water Supply of the City and County of Honolulu ; Wilfred M. Oka, because he 
was then secretary of the Oahu County Committee of the Democratic Party; 
and Henry B. Epstein, because he was soliciting government workers to join 
the UPWA. 

Epstein has been an exceptionally industrious and effective lobbyist for the 
Communist viewpoint, appearing before legislative bodies in his capacity as 
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director of the United Public Workers. He has been a leading opponent of 
Communist investigations in Hawaii. He has continued to concentrate his 
efforts on recruiting so as to increase the strength of his organization, which 
continues under Communist domination and which now has about 2,000 members. 

Senator Butler. Any further questions? 

Mr. Morris. Yes ; I have two more questions, Senator. 

Have you been active in the Hawaii Civil Liberties Committee? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Epstein. I refuse to answer that question on the basis of the 
first and fifth amendments. 

Mr. Morris. Did John Reinecke attend a Communist Party meeting 
in your home on the Ala Wai ? Have you ever lived on the Alai Wai ? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Epstein. I refuse to answer on the grounds previously stated. 

Mr. Morris. You will not tell us even whether you lived on the Ala 
Wai? That’s right? I am asking you questions. 

Have you in the past lived on the Ala Wai ? 

Mr. Epstein. I was going to answer “No, sir.” I have lived at 
Kapiolani Boulevard, which might be interpreted as being close to 
the Ala Wai. That is why I hesitated. My offhand answer would be 
“No, I have never lived on the Ala Wai.” 

Mr. Morris. And this other apartment, at Kapiolani Boulevard, 
did John Reinecke ever come to that apartment in the company of 
other persons who were organizing schoolteachers ? 

Mr. Epstein. I am going to refuse to answer that question on the 
grounds previously stated. 

Mr. Morris. Were you, Wilfred Oka, his wife Beatrice, your wife 
Sylvia, Robert Winkam and his wife Cessie, and a man named Takeo, 
members of a semiclosed group of the Communist Party, some time 
prior to March 4, 1953 ? 

Mr. Epstein. I decline to answer that question, on the same grounds, 
based on the Bill of Rights. 

Mr. Morris. Did a group meet 

Senator Butler. We will not take any cognizance of the Bill of 
Rights. If you want to take advantage of the fifth amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States, we will recognize that right. 

Now, will you ask the question again, counsel? 

Mr. Morris. We have evidence that Wilfred Oka and his wife, 
Beatrice — his wife Beatrice; Henry Epstein and his wife Sylvia; 
Robert Winkham and his wife Cessie; and a man named Takeo, were 
members of a semiclosed group of the Communist Party, and some- 
time prior to March 4, 1953 ; is our evidence accurate? 

Mr. Epstein. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds previ- 
ously stated. 

Senator Butler. What is the ground “previously stated” ? 

Mr. Epstein. First amendment and fifth amendment. 

Senator Butler. We will say once again that we feel you haven’t 
any right to claim any privilege under the first amendment. We will 
recognize the privilege under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Morris. Now the committee is desirous of having, Mr. .Epstein, 
information from you as to how much money the United Public Work- 
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ers has contributed to the defense of Communists here on the Islands. 
I wonder if you will give us that information? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Epstein. I am going to refuse to answer that question on the 
same grounds previously stated. 

Senator Watkins. What qualifications are required of prospective 
members before they can become members of this union that you 
represent ? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Epstein. Senator, I am going to refuse to answer that question 
on the same grounds. 

Senator WIvatkins. Do you know what qualifications are required? 

Mr. Epstein. Same answer, Senator. 

Senator Watkins. I submit, Mr. Chairman, that whether he knows, 
he can answer that “Yes,” or “No.” He doesn’t have to reveal any- 
thing. It couldn’t possibly incriminate him to say “No.” 

Senator Butler. Senator, I was reading something with counsel. 
Will you please read back the question ? 

(The question was read by the reporter.) 

Senator Butler. I order and direct that you answer that question. 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Epstein. May I ask to have the question repeated, please? 

Senator Butler. Yes. Will you read it again, Mr. Reporter? 

(The question was again read by the reporter.) 

Mr. Epstein. Same answer, Senator. 

Senator Butler. In other words, you refuse to tell this committee 
what qualifications a man must possess to become a member of your 
own union ? 

Senator Watkins. Mr. Chairman, that isn't what I asked him. I 
asked him if he knows. I didn’t ask him to tell what they were. That 
was the second question. I want to know whether he knows. 

Mr. Epstein. The answer is the same, Senator. 

Senator Butler. I order and direct that you answer that question: 
As to whether or not you know what qualifications a person must have 
to become a member of your own union. 

Mr. Eptein. I still decline to answer. 

Senator Watkins. Isn’t it true that before a person can become a 
member of that union he must be in public service of the Federal Gov- 
ernment or the Territory of Hawaii or some public entity, municipal 
corporation or otherwise? 

Mr. Epstein. I refuse to answer that question on the same ground, 
Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Butler. Well, I order and direct the witness to answer 
that question. 

Mr. Epstein. I refuse again, sir. 

Senator Watkins. How many members does the union referred to 
have in Hawaii ? 

Mr. Epstein. Again, I refuse to answer on the same constitutional 
grounds. 

Senator Butler. I order and direct that you answer that question. 

Mr. Epstein. Again, I decline, sir. 
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Senator Watkins. Are any of its members employed by the United 
States Government in any capacity? 

Mr. Epstein. I decline again to answer that question, on the same 
grounds as previously given. 

Senator Watkins. You know I am referring to the members of the 
union that we are talking about in this examination. You under- 
stand that, don’t you? 

Mr. Epstein. Yes, sir. 

Senator Butler. And 1 order and direct that you answer that 
question. 

Mr. Epstein. And T refuse again to answer the question, on the 
grounds of the first and fifth amendment. 

Senator Watkins. Are any of the members of that union employed 
by the Territory of Hawaii ? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Epstein. 1 refuse to answer that question, on the same con- 
stitutional grounds. 

Senator Watkins. Or by any municipality known as Honolulu? 

Mr. Epstein. Same answer. 

Senator Watkins. Or any other municipality in the Territory? 

Mr. Epstein. Same answer, Senator. 

Mr. Morris. Senator Watkins, in connection with those questions, 
I have here from the Public Record of June 1947, a publication: 

UPW launches Hawaii organizing drive following Flaxer’s visit to the Terri- 
tory. Hawaii — initiating a drive to enroll more than 5,000 county and Terri- 
torial employees in Hawaii into the UPW, International President Abram 
Flaxer visited the Territory in the latter part of May and worked out an 
organizational program with local UPW leaders and members. At the present 
time there are over GOO UPW members in Hawaii, comprising in the main social 
workers, teachers, and county road workers. 

Yow, was that an accurate statement, appearing in the public record 
of June 1947? 

Mr. Epstein. I refuse to answer that question, on the same con- 
stitutional grounds. 

Mr. Morris. Are you the Mr. Henry Epstein whose picture appears 
in this picture that accompanies this story ? 

Senator Watkins. I ask that the witness come forward and take 
a look at it, before he answers. 

Senator Johnston. Sure. 

Senator Watkins. Or before he claims immunity. 

Senator Johnston. Let him see it, look at it and see if he can’t 
recognize himself. 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Senator Johnston. You said “Yes”? 

Senator Butler. You are the person whose picture is 

Mr. Epstein v Same answer, Senator. 

Mr. Morris. Senator, there are other questions here, other informa- 
tion I have 

Senator Watkins. I want to know, do you know the Mr. Flaxer 
referred to in this story? Abram Flaxer? 

Senator Butler. Abram Flaxer. 

Mr. Epstein. Same answer, Mr. Chairman. 
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Senator Butler. You don’t know him ? 

Mr. Epstein. I am going to — I am refusing to answer, on the 
constitutional ground already stated. 

Senator TVatkins. You honestly believe that if you answered that 
question 

Mr. Epstein. Yes. 

Senator Watkins. That you knew him, that that might possibly 
incriminate you ? 

Mr. Epstein. I believe I am using the 

Senator Watkins. Well, I ask you 

Mr. Epstein. Constitutional protection in good faith. 

Senator Watkins. I want to get the basis of it. You have got to 
give the basis of it, not just claim the fifth amendment, if we insist 
upon finding whether or not you honestly believe that to give a truth- 
ful answer to the question it might possibly tend to incriminate you. 

Mr. Epstein. It might tend to ; yes, sir, Senator. 

Senator Watkins. That’s what I want to know. 

Mr. Morris. Are you sure, Mr. Epstein, you will not give us the 
information that we seek with respect to our inquiry into what money 
the United Public Workers has spent in order to aid the defense of 
Communists here on the islands? I ask you again if yon will give 
us that information ? 

Mr. Epstein. Same answer, Mr. Counsel. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, you know we took up at the executive 
session here today the question, as you know, Senator, the subcom- 
mittee is unanimously agreed that if Mr. Epstein didn’t answer that 
question that he would be subject to a subpena duces tecum. 

Senator Butler. Is the United States marshal here? Will you 
please serve this subpena on the witness ? 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Epstein, will you come forward and take this sub- 
pena, please ? 

(The witness proceeded to the bench as requested.) 

Senator Butler. Let it be served by the marshal. The marshal 

Mr. Morris. It is not made out that way, Senator. 

Senator Butler. Oh, I see. 

Mr. Morris. That is why I gave it to him personalty. 

Senator Eastland has directed that you receive that subpena. 
There’s a marshal present. You will go to the headquarters of your 
union and forthwith bring back the books that are sought in that 
subpena. 

May he be so directed ? 

Senator Butler. I so direct, Mr. Epstein, that you go, in the com- 
pany of the United States marshal, to the headquarters of your union 
and bring the books and papers required by that subpena. 

Senator Welker. Or any other place. Not only the headquarters. 

Senator Butler. Wherever the books are, and bring those docu- 
ments to this hearing. 

Mr. Morris. Forthwith. 

Senator Butler. Forthwith. 

Mr. Epstein. May I consult my attorney, sir? 

Senator Butler. Certainly. 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 
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Senator Welker. I want to interrogate you a little while before you 
take your trip. 

Senator Watkins. Mr. Chairman, while there’s a lull in the exami- 
nation of the witness, may I ask that the story from the Public Record 
of June 1947, Public Record published in Honolulu, T. H., entitled, 
the headline “UPW Launches Hawaii Organizing Drive Following 
Flaxer’s Visit to the Territory” may be made a part of the record. 

Senator Butler. It will be so ordered. 

(The clipping referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 390” and reads 
as follows:) 

Exhibit No. 390 
[Public Record, June 1947] 

UPW Launches Hawaii Organizing Drive Following Flaxer Visit to 

Territory 

Hawaii. — Initiating a drive to enroll more than 5,000 county and Territorial 
employees of Hawaii into the UPW, International President Abram Flaxer 
visited the Territory in the latter part of May and worked out an organiza- 
tional program with local UPW leaders and members. 

At the present time there are over 600 UPW members in Hawaii comprising 
in the main social workers, teachers, and county road workers. The renewed 
drive will concentrate on enrolling county road workers in the various counties 
hospital employees and teachers in the Territory. 

President Flaxer was accompanied by Henry Epstein, former business agent 
of local 13 in Chicago, who has now been assigned as international representa- 
tive in charge of the drive in Hawaii. Epstein recently concluded a 3^-year 
hitch in the Army, serving mainly in the South Pacific theater. 



In charge of drive : Wilfred Oka and Henry Epstein 

Working with Epstein will be Brother Wilfred M. Oka who has been serving 
as international representative for the union for some time. Brother Oka is 
a graduate of the University of Honolulu and holds a masters degree from 
Columbia University. 

When President Flaxer arrived in Hawaii local Washington stooge news- 
papermen announced that the union is now planning an organization drive in 
Pearl Harbor to match its recent “invasion of the Panama Canal Zone.” As 
a matter of actual fact President Flaxer never went near Pearl Harbor and 
the union has no plans for organizing any Government employees in that area. 
The present drive will be confined exclusively to organizing Territorial and 
county employees outside of Pearl Harbor. 
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From left to right: Mr. and Mrs. Henry Epstein, international representative; 
Abram Flaxer, international president; Mr. and Mrs. Bert Nakano, ILWU, 
local 136, secretary-treasurer ; James Kealoha, former supervisor, county of 
Hawaii ; John Haili, UPAV, local 646, vice president ; Joseph Pacheco, former 
supervisor, county of Hawaii ; Richard R. Yokoyama, UPW, local 646, secre- 
tary ; Antone C. Duarte, UPW, local 646, president ; Mr. and Mrs. Harry 
Kamohu, president and business agent, ILWU, local 136; August Asau, vice 
president, ILWU, local 136 

Mr. Morris. Will Mr. Newton Miyagi come forward? 

Senator Butler. Mr. Miyagi, will you come forward? 

The Internal Security Subcommittee, the members of the commit- 
tee here present, in executive session, have directed me, the acting 
chairman of this meeting, to serve on you as secretary-treasurer of 
local 142, ILWU, and the secretary of the ILWU memorial fund, 
these two subpenas. 

Mr. Morris. You will notice, Mr. Mayagi, they are both forthwith 
subpenas. And I am asking if the marshall will accompany Mr. Mi- 
yagi in expediting his returning the records forthwith. 

Mr. Miyagi. May I consult my attorney ? 

Senator Butler. You certainly may. 

Senator Johnston. I think he should have a right to consult the 
attorneys, but I think the attorneys may not be mindful of the fact 
that we have had similar cases of this before, and where they refuse, 
the law takes charge of the matter. 

Senator Watkins. May I call attention of the Senator from South 
Carolina to the fact that Mr. Abram Flaxer was convicted of con- 
tempt of Congress for refusing to bring the records. And that was 
upheld by the Supreme Court. I handled the hearings in which that 
happened. 

Senator Johnston. Tliat 7 s the reason I called 

Mr. Epstein. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question ? 

Senator Welker. Use that microphone back there. 

Mr. Epstein. May I ask a question ? 

Senator Butler. Yes. 
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Mr. Epstein. I would like to ask by what authority it is necessary 
for the United States marshal to come with us. 

Mr. Morris. You have been told enough about it; that’s all the 
authority that’s needed. 

Senator Butler. Just proceed forthwith to bring the books and 
records of your organization before this committee. 

Mr. Morris. And a United States marshal will assist you and expe- 
dite the return of the records. 

(The witness again consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Epstein. Mr. Chairman, I’m going to object 

Senator Butler. You are not going to do anything but get those 
books and records and bring them before this committee. That’s the 
first thing you’re going to do. 

You may stand aside as a witness and proceed. 

Senator Watkins. May I suggest, Mr. Chairman, I think I know 
what he has in his minch The United States marshal is not taking 
him into custody. 

Senator Butler. Not a bit ; not a bit. . 

Senator Watkins. You are not ordering him to do that. 

Senator Butler. He is taking you, to help you in the carrying of 
your records and bringing them here, if you would like him to. 

(The witnesses conferred with their counsel.) 

Senator Butler. The committee has other business, and you can 
stand aside until you have filled the terms of that subpena. 

Mr. Epstein. Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Welker. Just a moment. Mr. Chairman, I asked to inter- 
rogate this witness, but due to the fact that this is a subpena duces 
tecum I suggest that the witness stop talking and get on your little 
trip, accompanied by the marshal, and bring forthwith the docu- 
ments required by the subpena duces tecum. And then I would desire 
to interrogate you a bit after you return. 

Mr. Symonds. Senator, this man wishes to consult with his attorney. 

Senator Welker. What? 

Mr. Symonds. This man wishes to consult with his attorney. He 
can’t do it in 5 minutes. This is a very serious matter. 

Senator Welker. You bet it is a very serious matter. And I never 
heard of people consulting about a subpena. That’s an order, a sub- 
pena, and it will be followed. 

Mr. Symonds. lie ha s a right to speak 

Senator Welker. You’ve been talking there for 15 minutes. 

Mr. Symonds. Not about this subpena. 

Senator Welker. Very well, then. I suggest, Mr. Chairman, that 
the words and order of the subpena be carried out. 

Senator Butler. Hasn’t the chairman directed that that be done ? 

Senator Welker. It has been directed, and now we’re getting into 
a little snafu with counsel. 

Mr. Epstein. Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Welker. When the books and records come here, then you 
can consult with your client. I think that’s fair. 

Mr. Symonds. Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Watkins. I desire to be heard in this matter. 

Senator Butler. Yes. Senator Watkins. 
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Senator Watkins. I do not agree with the Senator from Idaho. 
This witness and the other witness should have reasonable time to 
procure — to respond to that subpena, and they should have a reason- 
able opportunity to consult with counsel as to whether the subpenas 
have been properly issued or whether the inquiry, the thing requested, 
is within the right of the committee to require. I for one want to see 
them have that time. And I want to make it clear, again, that the 
offer or the suggestion that they go with the marshal is not intended 
to mean for a moment that they are under the supervision of the 
marshal — that they are under arrest or in his custody. But merely 
a matter of convenience. But I do think under the state of this 
record, in view of the refusals to answer, that the witnesses, both of 
them — the other gentleman is required to get documents and bring 
them back here — should respond forthwith, and that is, what is rea- 
sonable under the circumstances may be a lot less time than would 
ordinarily be granted, because we are now in session and the inquiry 
has been made of many matters which the witness refuses to answer, 
and it is the only recourse left open to the committee, and it is a 

H er subject for us to investigate, as the Supreme Court has already 
j in a matter that I conducted myself for this committee. 

Senator Butler. It is the view of the chairman that haste should 
be made. If the witness and his counsel would leave, we could go 
on with the hearing. 

Mr. Symonds. We represent the next witness, Mr. Chairman, also, 
and I suggest that tomorrow morning, under the Powell decision of 
the United States, would be the least — the least time that we should 
have 

Senator Welker. Now, just a moment. Just a moment now. Mr. 
Chairman, I suggest if counsel — if you want to make a speech, you 
come up here and talk to the chairman. 

(Counsel and witnesses then approached the bench and a discussion 
was had off the record.) 

Senator Butler. I think tomorrow morning is a reasonable request. 
The subcommittee will stand in recess until 9 : 30 tomorrow morning. 
(Whereupon, at 4:45 p. m., the subcommittee recessed.) 
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TUESDAY, DECEMBER 4, 1956 

United States Senate, 

Subcommittee to Investigate the Administration 

of the Internal Security Act and Other Internal 

Security Laws of the Committee on the Judiciary, 

Honolulu , T. H . 

The subcommittee met, pursuant to adjournment, at 9:40 a. m., 
in the senate chamber, Iolani Palace, Senator James O. Eastland 
(chairman) presiding. 

Present : Senators Eastland, Watkins, J ohnston, Welker, and Butler. 

Also present: Robert Morris, chief counsel; Benjamin Mandel, 
research director. 

Senator Eastland. The committee will come to order. 

Mr. Morris. Senator, the first witness that we planned to use this 
morning is a man who was subpenaed some time ago, and when he 
came in he, as you know, Senator, made full disclosure, rather than 
invoke the privilege under the fifth amendment, about his past mem- 
bership in the Communist Party. He asked us that he not appear 
in public record, and consistent with our policy, we have made an 
arrangement whereby we have the information and the evidence as 
the result of his own experience. He told us, as you know, Senator, as 
one of the things, that while he was a Communist here on the islands 
that he had experience with, as he put it, “a shade more than a 
hundred” Communist Party members. 

Now, consistent with our policy in the past, we have excused him 
from further testimony. We will not only protect his anonymity, 
inasmuch as he has been cooperating with the committee, but in addi- 
tion we have asked him if he would not cooperate with the Territorial 
commission here. 

We feel, Senator, that it is not our function to go into every single 
Communist case here on the islands. We are here only to get a 
broad picture, and it is the work of the Territorial commission to do 
anything more they may want to do. So, consistent with our func- 
tion and their function, and agreeable to the witness who shall remain 
anonymous, he will be cooperating with the commission. The fact 
we should put in our record is this statement: That during his period 
of membership in the Communist Party, which comes more or less — 
1 dornt want to give the date of the separation because I might be 
identifying him before some people — that he did deal with “a shade 
more than a hundred people.” And we plan to have a further session 
with him before we leave the island. 

If that is satisfactory to the Senators on the committee, I would 
like then to go on with the next witness, 
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Senator Eastland. What is your pleasure, gentlemen? 

Senator Watkins. I approve the recommendation made by counsel. 

Senator Joiinston. I think that’s the proper way to handle the 
matter under the circumstances. 

Senator Welker. Agreed. 

Senator Eastland. So ordered. Who is your next witness? 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Hoffman. Max Hoffman. 

Senator Eastland. You have been sworn, Mr. Hoffman? 

Senator Welker. No. 

Senator Eastland. Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you 
are about to give the Senate Internal Security Subcommittee of the 
parent Judiciary Committee will be the truth, the whole truth, and 
nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

TESTIMONY OF MAX HOFFMAN 

Mr. Hoffman. I do. 

May I sit down ? 

Senator Eastland. Yes. 

Mr. Hoffman. And I make the same request as the others with 
regard to television. 

Senator Eastland. Gentlemen, that order is going to be enforced 
now. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Hoffman, give your name and address to the 
reporter. 

Mr. Hoffman. Max Hoffman, 3049-A Kalihi Street. 

Mr. Morrts. Now, were you born in New York City on April 11, 
1910? 

Mr. Hoffman. Yes, sir. 

Senator Johnston. May I suggest that the witness pull the “mike” 
a little closer to him ? 

Mr. Morris. Now, will you tell us of your early education in New 
York City? 

Mr. Hoffman. Grammar school and high school. 

Mr. Morris. Did yon attend college? 

Mr. Hoffman. I ‘took a noncredit course in journalism at night. 

Mr. Morris. Where did you take that from ? 

Mr. Hoffman. Brooklyn College. 

Mr. Morris. And tell us generally what work you did in New York. 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Hoffman. Various miscellaneous jobs, office boy, shipping 
clerk, various others ; these were the depression years and long periods 
of unemployment. 

Mr. Morris. When did you come to Honolulu? 

Mr. Hoffman. 1953. 

Mr. Morris. Now, what was your last employment before you came 
to Honolulu ? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Hoffman. I refuse to answer that question, on the basis of 
the Bill of Rights which protects me, specifically on the first amend- 
ment and also the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, may I have a ruling? He claims his 
privilege under the first and under the fifth amendments. 
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Senator Eastland. Of course, lie lias no right under the first 
amendment. That’s overruled. It is recognized under the fifth. 
And I wish you would ask him specifically what he did, and let’s get 
his answer in the record. 

Mr. Morris. 1 asked the witness what his last job was before he 
came to Honolulu, Senator, and he has refused to answer. And you 
have ruled on it. 

Since you have arrived here, have you been an organizer of the 
United Public Workers? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Roffman. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Well, our evidence indicates that you are and have 
been an organizer of the United Public Workers; our further in- 
formation indicates that during the year 1955 you received from 
the UPW a salary of $4,387.50. Are those accurate facts, Mr. Roff- 
man ? 

Mr. Roffman. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. It is a fact, is it not, that you came to Hawaii from 
Detroit? 

Mr. Roffman. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. And is it a fact that you are employed — you were 
employed as an organizer for the UPW of the Detroit local? 

Mr. Roffman. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Was not your transfer from Detroit to Honolulu the 
result of a suggestion by Mr. Epstein? 

Mr. Roffman. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. You have been a close friend of Abram Flaxer, 
F-l-a-x-e-r, have you not, Mr. Roffman ? 

Mr. Roffman. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know a man named Ewart Gwennier? 

Mr. Roffman. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Now, you have worked closely with Jack Hall since 
you have come to Honolulu, have you not, Mr. Roffman ? 

Mr. Roffman. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. You have worked closely with Mr. Epstein — Henry 
B. Epstein? 

Mr. Roffman. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Have you known and dealt with a man who has 
described himself as the chairman of the Communist Party of Hono- 
lulu, namely, Charles Fujimoto? 

Mr. Roffman. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Roffman, were you at a meeting at Mr. Epstein’s 
home last Saturday night, a week ago Saturday? 

Mr. Roffman. Same answer. 

Senator Eastland. Was that a Communist meeting? 

Mr. Roffman. Same answer. 

Senator Eastland. In other words, you take the fifth amendment 
on whether or not that was a Communist meeting, is that correct? 

Mr. Roffman. On the grounds given before. 

Senator Eastland. It is your testimony that if you would truth- 
fully answer that question, it would tend to incriminate you ? Is that 
correct? 

Mr. Roffman. I believe there is that danger. 
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Senator Eastland. Yes. Well, it must have been a Communist 
meeting then. 

Proceed. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Roffman, are you now a Communist? 

Mr. Roffman. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Have you attended Communist Party meetings in 
Hawaii since your arrival here in 1953 ? 

Mr. Roffman. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Have you been associated with the Hawaii Civil Rights 
Congress ? 

Mr. Roffman. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Prior to coming to Honolulu, you were active in the 
Communist Party in Baltimore, were you not, Mr. Roffman? 

Mr. Roffman. Same answer. 

Senator Eastland. What was that question? 

Mr. Morris. Will you read it, Mr. Cowart, please? 

(The question was read by the reporter.) 

Mr. Morris. Senator, I have — and may we take this up in executive 
session — a rather extensive memorandum which sets forth consider- 
able evidence on this man. Now, I don’t know. Senator, for security 
purposes, whether I can put this into the public record at this time. 
I will show it to the Senators in executive session and they may make 
a decision at that time whether or not 

Senator Eastland. Could we step out right now and hold a little 
executive session ? 

Mr. Morris. All right, Senator. 

Senator Eastland. Does that suit you ? 

Well, go ahead. Proceed, then. O. K. Proceed. 

Mr. Morris. In 1942, were you one of the original members of “The 
Yanks Are Not Coming Committee?” 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Roffman. Same answer, on the grounds stated before. 

Mr. Morris. Now, could you tell this committee how the United Pub- 
lic Workers operates? 

Mr. Roffman. Same answer, as heretofore given. 

Mr. Morris. Will you tell us — Will you give us the names of all the 
organizers of the United Public Workers here in Hawaii? 

Mr. Roffman. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Is it your testimony, Mr. Roffman, that you will not 
tell us the names of the organizers of the United Public Workers? 

Mr. Roffman. Same answer as before and on the grounds stated. 

Mr. Morris. And if I say to you, Mr. Roffman, that we have the 
desire to know, because we have evidence that Communists have been 
operating in the United Public Workers, we would like to know the 
names of all of the organizers that you know. I ask you particularly 
to answer that question. 

Mr. Roffman. And I give the same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Senator, I would like the record to show that that in- 
formation is particularly sought by this committee, the witness is 
competent to give the testimony. 

And I ask again, Mr. Roffman, if you will give us that? 

Mr. Roffman. And I give the same answer. 

Mr. Morris. And, Senator, as you know, these hearings are being 
conducted so that we might know- the extent of Soviet activity here 
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in the Hawaiian Islands, in connection with our overall inquiry into 
the scope of Communist activity and the scope of the Soviet activities 
in the United States, and the question is sought for that particular 
purpose. 

Senator, I have no more questions of this particular witness. 

Senator Eastland. Senator Watkins. 

Senator Watkins. I have no questions. 

Senator Eastland. Senator Johnston. 

Senator Johnson. No questions. 

Senator Eastland. Senator Welker. 

Senator Welker. Mr. Witness, what do you do for a living? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Hoffman. I decline to answer that on the basis of the Bill 
of Rights and for the reasons stated heretofore. 

Senator Welker. You wouldn’t care to tell us whether or not 
you did something, worked for a living, that wouldn’t tend to in- 
criminate you? 

Mr. Roffman. I think there is a danger before this committee. 

Senator Welker. There would be a danger. If you were raking 
leaves out here at the Royal Hawaiian Hotel, you think that might 
tend to incriminate you ? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Roffman. I don’t know what relation that has to do with in- 
ternal security. Hoivever, I decline to answer on the grounds given 
before. 

Senator Welker. I didn’t hear your first remark there. Some- 
thing about internal security. 

Mr. Roffman. I said I didn’t know what raking leaves had to 
do with internal security. 

Senator Welker. It might have a great deal to do with it if 
people like you were out raking them. Now, you had your educa- 
tion in Brooklyn College in New York. Is that correct ? Your higher 
education ? 

Mr. Roffman. Right. 

Senator Welker. I believe you stated “noncredit,” or something 
of that sort? 

Mr. Roffman. Yes. 

Senator Welker. Did you attend any cell meetings of the Com- 
munist Party while you were in New York? 

Mr. Roffman. I decline to answer on the grounds stated before. 

Senator Welker. You’re relatively a young man yet. What is 
your age ? 

Mr. Roffman. Forty-six. 

Senator Welker. Forty-six. Have you ever attended any labor 
schools of the Communist Party on the mainland? 

Mr. Roffman. I refuse to answer on the grounds given before. 

Senator Welker. And would you be willing, Mr. Witness, to tell 
the people that you try to organize into the United Public Workers 
that you have told this committee of the United States Senate that you 
have refused to answer these very simple questions upon the ground 
that they might tend to incriminate you 

Mr. Roffman. I refuse to answer your question on the grounds 
stated before. 
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Senator Welker. Would you be fair enough to go on the air and tell 
your people, United Public Workers, the questions and answers pro- 
pounded to you and let them be the judge as to whether or not you 
had been a member of the Communist Party or are now a member of 
the Communist Party? 

Mr. Hoffman. I understand I’m on the air now. 

Senator Welker. You understand you’re on the air now? How 
do you mean that? 

Mr. Hoffman. I understand that these sessions are broadcast. 

Senator Eastland. Let’s have order, please. 

Senator Welker. I think I have no further questions. 

Senator Eastland. Wait a minute. Senator Butler ? 

You may stand aside. You are not excused; you are still under 
subpen a. 

Mr. Morris. Senator, Senator Watkins had a question. 

Senator Watkins. I wanted to ask the witness a question. 

1 understand you refuse to answer the question as to what your 
occupation is, or what you are doing ; what is your work. Is that true? 

Mr. Hoffman. I did refuse on the grounds stated. 

Senator Watkins. You did that on the ground it might incriminate 
you if you gave an honest and truthful answer to that question? 

Mr. Hoffman. I think answering the question before this committee 
might create that danger. 

Senator Watkins. Well, it would before any committee, wouldn’t 
it? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Hoffman. I so feel. 

Senator Watkins. And even before a court. That would be your 
position even in court, if you were asked that same question? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Hoffman. That question was purely speculation on what I 
would do. 

Senator Watkins. Even if it is, I have a right to ask it and I have 
a right to get an answer, unless you want to claim the protection of 
the fifth amendment again. 

Mr. Hoffman. Well, I do claim the protection of the fifith amend- 
ment. 

Senator Watkins. All right. You have that right. That’s all. 

Senator Eastland. Call your next witness. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Murin. 

Senator Eastland. Do you solemnly swear the testimony you are 
about to give will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the 
truth, so help you God? 

TESTIMONY OE STEPHEN THOMAS MUBIN 

Mr. Murin. I do. I would like to make the same request about 
television. 

I would like to ask if you gentlemen would introduce yourselves. 
I find it difficult to think of you as individuals if I don’t know you 
by your names. 

Mr. Morris. Will you give your name and address to the reporter, 
Mr. Murin? 
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Mr. Murin. My name is Stephen Thomas Murin. 

Mr. Morris. That’s spelled M-u-r-i-n. 

Mr. Murin. Yes. M-u-r-i-n. 

Mr. Morris. Where do you reside, Mr. Murin? 

Mr. Murin. I live at 2357-C Palolo Avenue, Honolulu. Pardon 
me. I also live part of the time at 1100 Kilauea Avenue in Hilo. 

Mr. Morris. Where were you born, Mr. Murin? 

Mr. Murin. I was born in Mammoth in Pennsylvania. 

Mr. Morris. I am sorry; I didn’t hear you. 

Mr. Murin. Mammoth, Pa. 

Mr. Morris. How long did you stay at Mammoth, Pa. ? 

Mr. Murin. About 18 months. 

Mr. Morris. And where did you receive your elementary school 
education? 

Mr. Murin. In McKees Kocks, Pa., which was the next town that 
my family moved to. 

Mr. Morris. Where did you attend high school? 

Mr. Murin. In McKees Kocks, Pa. 

Mr. Morris. And did you attend college? 

Mr. Murin. I shall reiuse to answer that question on the grounds of 
the immunity granted me in the Bill of Eights, particularly the first 
and the fifth amendments. 

Mr. Morris. In other words, you feel that you can answer about 
your high school education but you cannot tell us about your col- 
lege education? 

Mr. Murin. I feel at this particular time and before this particular 
committee, I would prefer not to answer the question put to me. 

Senator Johnson. Do you mean to say that the college you at- 
tended, telling the college, might incriminate you? In other words, 
you don’t mean to lead the people to believe here that probably that 
college is mixed up in communism, do you ? 

Mr. Murin. I believe I have stated my reason for refusing to an- 
swer the question. I still state the same reason for refusing. 

Senator Watkins. I would like to ask you the same question I asked 
the last witness. Do you honestly believe that if you tell us the truth 
about the colleges you may have attended, that would redound to 
incrimination ? For instance, the evidence we have against you might 
be used in a prosecution in a criminal case. 

Mr. Murin. As I stated, because of the particular 

Senator Watkins. Have T stated it substantially correct now? 

Mr. Murin. Committee. I do believe that there would be a tendency 
for self -incrimination. 

Senator Watkins. Just a tendency? 

Mr. Murin. Yes, sir. 

Senator Watkins. I think you have to go further than that under 
the claim of immunity. 

Senator Eastland. Yes; it is overruled on that basis. 

Mr. Murin. I believe that it would tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Watkins. Well, that’s better, if you’re going to claim the 
protection of the fifth amendment. 

I want to make it perfectly clear that you understand what you’re 
doing. 

Mr. Murin. Yes, sir; I do. 
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Senator Watkins. That you have an honest belief that you would 
incriminate yourself if you told us about any college that you might 
have attended here in the United States. 

Mr. Murin. That is my understanding, sir. 

Senator Watkins. What is that? 

Mr. Murin. That is my understanding, sir. 

Senator Watkins. All right. Let’s make it clear for these people, 
and for the record. 

Mr. Morris. Now, the fact of the matter is you attended Boston 
University, didn’t you? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Murin. I have stated that I refuse to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. Morris. And you were also a transfer student 

Senator Watkins. Just a moment, Mr. Morris. 

I want to find out now if you have an honest belief that if you 
admitted that you attended Boston University, that that might be 
incriminating. 

Mr. Murin. I thought 

Senator Watkins. I know something about Boston University and 
I don’t want any reflections on Boston University. 

Mr. Murin. 1 thought that was implicit in my answer, sir. 

Senator Watkins. You still believe that if you admitted you at- 
tended Boston University that might furnish incriminating evidence 
against you ? Is that right ? 

Mr. Murin. That was my answer and that is my answer. 

Senator Watkins. All right. So we have the record clear. 

Mr. Morris. Senator, I might point out at this time, even though 
I don’t mean to advance sight this, but if this particular witness says 
he joined the Young Communist League while at Boston University, 
he might honestly believe by admitting the fact that he was at Boston 
University might conceivably be used in some kind of a trial. 

Senator Watkins. Well, that would be the wildest kind of specula- 
tion, and I wouldn’t think that that would be any part of Boston Uni- 
versity’s curriculum, to have a Young Communist League. I happen 
to know the colleges in this country for the most part are 100 percent 
loyal and they do not tolerate or have as a part of their official organi- 
zation anything like the Young Communist League. 

Mr. Morris. Now, Mr. Murin, did you attend a closed meeting of 
the district meeting of the Communist Party held at 1800 Center 
Avenue in Pittsburgh on April 19, 1942? 

Mr. Murin. I must refuse to answer that question, on the same 
grounds stated previously. 

Mr. Morris. You have been a Young Communist in Pittsburgh, 
have you not? 

Mr. Murin. Same answer, sir. 

Mr. Morris. While you were at Boston University, were you chair- 
man of the American Veterans’ Committee chapter ? 

Mr. Murin. Same answer, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Were you deposed as chairman of that committee 
when you refused to sign a resolution against the Communist Party 
as ordered by the national planning committee of the A VC ? 

Mr. Murin. Same answer, sir. 

Mr. Morris. You are an organizer for the UPW here in Hawaii, 
are you not ? 
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Mr. Murin. Same answer, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Mnrin, I notice you were in the courtroom when 
Mr. Epstein testified yesterday, and again when Mr. Roifman testified. 
As you know and as you have heard and as our record shows, the 
subcommittee is desirous of obtaining information about the identity 
of all people who are organizing for the United Public Workers. We 
ask this information because we have evidence that Communists are 
organizing within that particular organization. And I ask you with 
great particularity if you will not tell us the names of the people you 
know who are organizing the United Public Workers at this time? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Murin. For the same reasons, sir, that I stated earlier, because 
of the immunity granted me by the Bill of Rights, particularly the 
first amendment and the fifth amendment, and I do refuse to answer 
that question. 

Senator Watkins. Do you know whether or not there are organ- 
izers that are attempting to do just what counsel has stated? I am 
not asking you to say what they’re doing. I want to know if you 
know. In your own mind, do you know ? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Murin. I must refuse to answer that question on the same 
ground. 

Senator Watkins. I think that is one question on which you can’t 
claim immunity, because whatever you know, you know in your own 
mind, and I am not asking you to state the facts. I am merely asking 
you to answer whether or not in your own mind, you know whether 
that is going on or not. 

Senator Welker. Mr. Chairman, I suggest the Senator from Utah 
is imminently correct. And I would suggest that the witness be 
ordered and directed to answer that question. 

Senator Eastland. Let the witness answer. The Chair will make 
the decision. 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Murin. I must stand on the same ground, that of immunity 
granted under the Bill of Rights. 

Senator Eastland. Now, that’s overruled, and you’re ordered and 
instructed to answer the question, please. 

Mr. Murin. I refuse to answer the question, on the grounds of the 
first and fifth amendments to the Constitution of the United States. 

Senator Watkins. I submit, Mr. Chairman, that under the circum- 
stances, that if he doesn’t know this is going on, he couldn’t possibly 
incriminate himself by answering and saying he didn’t know any- 
thing about it. He could have answered that to the counsel. But he 
must know, have that knowledge in his mind, in order to furnish a 
basis for a claim of immunity that to give a truthful answer might 
incriminate him. 

Mr. Murin. I don’t believe, sir, that that speculative statement on 
your part 

Senator Watkins. I didn’t ask you a question. I merely made a 
comment. 

Mr. Murin. I said I didn’t consider it as a question. It sounded 
like a statement on your part. 

Senator Watkins. It wasn’t a question to you. I was merely 
pointing that out to the committee. 
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Mr. Murin. Oh, I see. I am sorry. 

Senator Watkins. I didn’t give you an opportunity to make a 
speech. If you want to 

Mr. Murtn. No. 

Senator Watkins. We will get around to that a little later ? 

Mr. Murin. No, I — — 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, we had someone come into the com- 
mittee here a few days ago and told us that from his own experience 
he knew that this man, this witness here today, was in the past a 
member of the Hawaii Youth for Democracy. That is a Communist 
organization roughly comparable to the Young Communist League. 

Is that information that this man gave us the other day accurate, 
Mr. Murin ? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Murin. I refuse to answer that question, sir, on the same 
ground. 

Mr. Morris. All right. Were you not a member, as this man has 
told us, of the American Youth for Democracy chapter at the 
University of Hawaii. 

Mr. Murin. Same answer, sir. 

Mr. Morris. In fact, yon were a teacher at the classes held by the 
American Youth for Democracy, were you not ? 

Mr. Murin. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. And were not some of these classes held at the home 
of John Reinecke, who has been identified during this hearing? 

Mr. Murin. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, yesterday, in connection with this 
United Public Workers, we read into the record four conclusions of 
the Territorial commission about that subject. I would like to read 
them again at this time, Mr. Chairman, and just ask the general 
question. 

(1) The United Public Workers in Hawaii is controlled by the Communist 
Party through the instrument of Henry Epstein and other paid employees of 
the union, Stephen Murin, Max Roffman, and Jeanette Nakama Rohrbough. 

Is that an accurate conclusion, Mr. Murin ? 

Mr. Murin. I must refuse to answer that question, sir, on the basis 
of the immunity granted me under the Bill of Rights, and particu- 
larly the first and fifth amendments. 

Mr. Morris. Second conclusion : 

The Communist Party has exploited the United Public Workers and its mem- 
bership primarily for Communist purposes. 

Mr. Murin. Same answer, sir. 

Mr. Morris (reading) : 

(3) In conflict of interest between the Communist Party and rank-and-file 
membership of the union, the Communist Party interest has prevailed. 

Mr. Murin. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. “Fourth: The elected officials of the union and the 
rank-and-file cannot or will not recognize that their union is Com- 
munist dominated. So far as is known, they have taken no steps to 
rid the union of its Communist taint.” 

Is that an accurate conclusion? 

Mr. Murin. Same answer, sir. 
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Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, I have no more questions of this wit- 
ness, but I do say, as the record now indicates, Senator, the committee 
would like to have more evidence and information about the United 
Public Workers. 

Senator Eastland. Senator Watkins. 

Senator Watkins. I have no further questions. 

Senator Eastland. Senator Johnston. 

Senator Johnston. Is it or is it not true that the Government even 
sent you to college? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Murin. I decline to answer that question on the same grounds 
previously stated. 

Senator Johnston. You decline to answer that question, that sim- 
ple question, whether or not the Government of the United States 
sent you to college, and of course the Government has that record 
already. And you refuse to answer that, although your Government 
was that good to you ? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Murin. Because formerly I have declined to answer other ques- 
tions about my university background, and I therefore must refuse 
to answer this question. 

Senator Watkins. Do you have a university background? 

Mr. Murin. I must refuse to answer that question. 

Senator Watkins. Why, you mentioned it yourself. You answered 
about your university background. That’s an admission you had one. 
Now, is it true that you did have a university background ? 

Mr. Murin. You asked me whether I had a university background. 

Senator Watkins. I ask you right now. 

Mr. Murin. Same answer, sir. 

Senator Watkins. Mr. Chairman, I don’t think that the witness 
can now claim immunity. He has said in effect that he has a uni- 
versity background. And we ought to have a clear-cut admission 
or statement whether he does or does not have any. 

Mr. Murin. I believe the record will show that I was saying I had 
a university background because of questions you had asked me 
previously. 

Senator Watkins. You admit that you did have a university back- 
ground ? 

Mr. Murin. I did not. 

Senator Watkins. You did not admit it? 

Mr. Murin. I don’t believe I did, sir. 

Senator Watkins. I don’t know whether you did or you didn't. 
Now, what do you say? 

Mr. Murin. I said I refuse to answer the question on the same 
grounds I have stated previously. Let’s stop there. 

Senator Watkins. I understood you to say a moment ago, in effect 
you admitted that you did have a university background; is that 
right ? 

Mr. Murin. I would answer that on the same grounds that I have 
stated before. 

Senator Watkins. The record will show what you said, I am sure, 
and I think you did admit you had one. And under the rules, or I 
mean under the cases decided by the Supreme Court, you have opened 
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lip that subject at least, and it is something to find out, about your 
university background. 

Senator Eastland. He has. He is ordered and directed to answer 
the question. 

Mr. Murin. Are you going to ask me the question now ? 

Senator Eastland. You are ordered to answer the question. 

Mr. Murin. I must refuse to answer the question, on the same im- 
munity granted me in the Bill of Rights and particularly the first 
and fifth amendments. 

Senator Watkins. You understand in so refusing you might pos- 
sibly lay yourself open to a contempt prosecution? 

Mr. Murin. I do so understand. I regret it. I think these are 
tough times. 

Senator Watkins. I am calling it to your attention so that you may 
be fully advised of what you are doing, that it might possibly result 
in a contempt citation and possibly a conviction. 

Mr. Murin. I realize that. 

Senator Watkins. So I want to make it clear so no one will be taken 
advantage of. 

Mr. Morris. I have no more questions, Senator. 

Senator Eastland. Senator Johnston. 

Senator Johnston. No further questions. 

Senator Eastland. Senator Welker. 

Senator Welker. Mr. Witness, what do you for a living ? 

Mr. Murin. Same answer, sir. 

Senator Welker. You don’t want to tell us whether or not you’re a 
clerk down here in Kress’ store or any other occupation that might 
be honorable and not connected in any way with the Communist move- 
ment ? 

Mr. Murin. Same answer, sir. 

Senator Welker. I notice in your direct interrogation by Counsel 
Morris you made the statement that you lived for a portion of the 
time on this island and a portion of the time on another island. Now, 
will you explain the reasons why? 

Mr. Murin. Same answer, sir. 

Senator Welker. Now, just a moment. You’re the man who an- 
swered. Now, we’re entitled, as a matter of law and as a matter of 
fact, to find out why you have two residences, why you live a portion 
of the time here and a portion of the time some place else. 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Murin. Same answer, sir. 

Senator Welker. You have been in Pittsburgh, Pa.? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Murin. Same answer, sir. 

Senator Welker. Do you desire to tell me any of the cities on the 
mainland you have been through or in besides that? 

Mr. Murin. Same answer, sir. 

Senator Welker. Do you think if you told me that you passed 
through Denver, Colo., stopped for 2 minutes, that that might tend 
to incriminate you? 

Mr. Murin. Same answer. 

Senator Welker. Now, let’s be realistic. You know Steve Nelson? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 
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Mr. Muhin. Same answer, sir. 

Senator Welker. Do you know who Steve Nelson is in the Commu- 
nist conspiracy ? 

Mr. Murin. Same answer. 

Senator Welker. That not being his true name but his alias. I sup- 
pose he goes by the name of Steve Nelson now. He has two names. 
Did you ever attend any testimonial dinners or celebrations given in 
honor of Steve Nelson ? 

Mr. Murin. Same answer, sir. 

Senator Welker. Do you know Steve Nelson to have been in the 
Abraham Lincoln Brigade ? 

Mr. Murin. Same answer. 

Senator Welker. Have you ever been in Communist-controlled 
countries? 

Mr. Murin. Same answer, sir. 

Senator Welker. Did you ever attend the Lenin School in Moscow, 
Russia? 

Mr. Murin. I think you ask ridiculous questions now, sir. 

Senator Welker. Sir? 

Mr. Murin. I believe you are asking ridiculous questions. 

Senator Welker. Very well. Now, that it be ridiculous, you go 
ahead and answer it ; will you ? 

Mr. Murin. The answer is “No.” 

Senator Welker. You never attended that school ? 

Mr. Murin. You know I never did. 

Senator Welker. I didn’t know. I do not know anything of the 
sort, sir. Now, that you think that you have your immunity, you 
have told me you didn’t attend the Lenin School. Now, will you 
tell me what schools you did attend ? 

Mr. Murin. Same answer as I have stated previously. 

Senator Welker. What’s the difference in attending a Lenin School 
or the Sons and Daughters of I Will Arise School ? 

Mr. Murin. I didn’t come to debate with you, sir. 

Senator Welker. Sir? 

Mr. Murin. I didn’t come here to debate with you. 

Senator Welker. I don’t care. You’re going to answer the ques- 
tions. 

Mr. Murin. I said I refuse to answer that question, sir. 

Senator Welker. You seemed to take great offense when I asked 
you whether or not you attended the Lenin School. 

Mr. Murin. Because you know that there is no truth to any ridicu- 
lous implications like that. You know I have been in the war; you 
know what I’ve done since the war time. Don’t give me that kind 
of 

Senator Welker. Now, it is a ridiculous question and you say that 
you didn’t 

Mr. Murin. Ridiculous question. It deserves a ridiculous answer. 

Senator Welker. Attend that, and that we know you didn’t attend 
it. So now will you tell us whether or not you attended the University 
of Hawaii? 

Mr. Murin. I refuse to answer that question, on the same ground. 

Senator Welker. Is that a ridiculous question, too ? 

Mr. Murin. Given to me by the Constitution. 
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Senator Welker. Is that a ridiculous question, too ? 

Mr. Murin. I refuse to answer that question, sir. 

Senator Welker. Did you attend Boston University? 

Mr. Murin. I answered that question previously. 

Senator Welker. All right. I will ask you my own questions, and 
you answer them, sir. Did you attend Boston University? 

Mr. Murin. I refuse to answer that question. 

Senator Welker. Is that a ridiculous question? 

Mr. Murin. On the ground of the first amendment and the fifth 
amendment. 

Senator Welker. Is that a ridiculous question ? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Murin. Previously, sir 

Senator Welker. Answer the question. 

Mr. Murin. I had asked you gentlemen to introduce yourselves. 
I don’t know who you are. 

Senator Welker. That doesn’t make any difference. 

Mr. Murin. I would like to call your — I would like to call you by 
your names. 

Senator Welker. You can find out. You answer the question. 
And I ask the chairman to order and direct you to answer that ques- 
tion. 

Mr. Murin. I was going to say, previously you refused to introduce 
yourself. Now you refuse to talk to me as you would to a gentleman. 
I would like to have you talk to me just — differently. If you will talk 
to me differently, I’ll talk to you differently. 

Senator Welker. I want to be just as sweet and nice to you as I 
can. 

Senator Eastland. Order. 

Senator Welker. I want no more debate from you or we are going 
to have to invoke some rules. 

Mr. Murin. That’s precisely what I said. I didn’t come here to 
debate with you, sir. 

Senator Welker. Oh, I wish you had. I wish you had. But, sir, 
we don’t have that provision here. 

Mr. Murin. I will be glad to do it on any other platform, any other 
time. 

Senator Welker. Certainly. I will be glad to debate with you at 
any time, in public debate or otherwise. 

Mr. Murin. Fine. I will accept the challenge. 

Senator Watkins. Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Eastland. Senator Watkins. 

Senator Watkins. Just a moment, Senator. 

Senator Welker. Yes, Senator. 

Senator Watkins. Will the Senator yield for a moment? 

Senator Welker. Yes, Senator. 

Senator Watkins. The witness has asked, I think when he was first 
sworn, that the people be introduced to him. Now, he may have done 
that in good faith. 

Mr. Murin. It was completely in good faith. 

Senator Watkins. Now, I want to ask you this question. Do you 
know that this is a subcommittee of the Judiciary Committee of the 
United States Senate? 
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Mr. Muhin. Yes, sir. 

Senator Watkins. Known as the Internal Security Subcommittee? 

Mr. Muhin. Yes, sir; I do. 

Senator Watkins. Now, do you know that the men sitting here, 
asking the questions, are Senators of the United States and members 
of that committee ? 

Mr. Murin. I was told as much. The only man I know actually is 
Mr. Morris. 

Senator Watkins. Mr. Morris is not a member of the committee, but 
he is a staff member. Now, just for the purpose of the record 

Mr. Murin. It certainly shows I asked in good faith. 

Senator Watkins. I am going to take the privilege now, if the 
chairman will grant it, and introduce the Senators, so you will know 
them. 

Mr. Murin. Thank you very much. 

Senator Watkins. Senator Butler, on the extreme right of me; 
Senator Butler, of Maryland. 

Mr. Murin. How do you do. 

Senator Watkins. Senator Welker, of Idaho. Oh, yes. Senator 
Johnston. He is such an inconspicuous man that I missed him. 
Senator Johnston of South Carolina. 

Mr. Murin. How do you do. 

Senator Watkins. Senator Eastland, the chairman. 

Mr. Murin. How do you do, sir. 

Senator Watkins. Mr. Morris, our chief counsel. 

Mr. Murin. How do you do. 

Senator Watkins. And I am Senator Watkins, of Utah. 

Mr. Murin. Thank you very much, Senator Watkins. 

Senator Eastland. Now proceed. 

Mr. Murin. I think a courtesy like that is very much appreciated. 

Senator Welker. You haven’t been reading the papers, I take it, 
since this committee came to the island ? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Murin. There were so many different classifications to pass on, 
I didn’t know which of them to use. I have read the papers, but so 
much brilliant questioning was brought out here it is difficult for 
me to associate the particular members sitting before me. 

Senator Welker. You saw photographs of every member of the 
committee, and their names, and their face? 

Mr. Murin. Yes, sir ; I did. 

Senator Welker. And yet you deem it 

Mr. Murin. I will warrant, sir, that you don’t know my name. 

Senator Welker. Sir? 

Mr. Murin. I will warrant that you don’t know my name. 

Senator Welker. No; I don’t know your name, because you will 
probably take the fifth amendment on me if I would ask you. I don’t 
care about your name. 

Mr. Murin. You know me. You have got everything on me. You 
have got everything there and yet you refuse 

Senator Welker. Now, I want to ask you this question. Getting 
doAvn to brass tacks here with respect to your education. You have 
told us about your grade schools and so forth. There came to be a time 
where you seem to cut off your answers and refused to answer on the 
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fifth amendment, which we recognize, and I think you used the first 
amendment. Now, as kindly and as sweet as I can be to you, I’ll ask 
you if it isn’t a fact that you have attended the California Labor 
School ? 

Now, just a moment. Mr. Counsel— Madam Counsel. You are 
familiar with the rules of this comimttee, and when — you are here as a 
guest of this committee, and when you lean over and suggest to your 
client, you’re bringing embarrassment upon yourself. I’ve said that 
three times in these hearings. And I shall ask the chairman for a 
strict ruling if I see you doing it any more. 

Mr. Muhin. I would like to take the responsibility for that, sir, 
Senator Welker, because I intended to and then drew back myself. 

Senator Welker. Well, you didn’t ask her anything, did you? 

Mr. Murin. I did, sir. 

Senator Welker. No; you didn’t. Now, I’ll ask you to answer that 
question. 

Mr. Murin. I refuse to answer that question, on the same ground as 
stated previously. 

Senator Welker. And you still don’t want to tell us why you reside 
part of the time on this island and part of the time on another island? 

Mr. Murin. That is right, sir. 

Senator Welker. And you don’t desire to tell us how you make a 
living? 

Mr. Murin. That is right, sir. Same reason, same ground. 

Senator Welker. I think that’s a pretty good inference, a pretty 
good presumption of what you do. Thank you, Mr. Witness. 

Mr. Murin. Thank you, Senator Welker — ex-Senator Welker. 

Senator Watkins. I just wanted to ask him the same question I 
have asked other witnesses. 

You refuse to answer how you make a living on the ground that if 
you gave a truthful answer it might incriminate you. Now, of course 
that brings up some implications, even though the courts may say it 
doesn’t, and all that sort of thing, but it actually does bring up some 
implications. I want to know if you honestly believe, sincerely be- 
lieve, that if you gave a truthful answer to the question of how you 
make a living, you might incriminate yourself. I want to know if 
that is the basis of your refusal to answer, your basis for claim under 
the fifth amendment. 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Murin. Yes, sir. I believe that that answer these days before 
the conditions we have now would tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Watkins. I will ask you one further question. Are you 
engaged in any activities that might subject you to a criminal prose- 
cution ? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Senator Watkins. Do you want to claim the protection of the fifth 
amendment on that one? 

Mr. Murin. I appreciate the spirit in which you ask the question, 
sir, Senator Watkins, but I believe the very purpose of the fifth amend- 
ment was to make it unnecessary to answer questions like that. 

Senator Watkins. Do you claim the protection of the fifth amend- 
ment with respect to that one? 
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Mr. SIurin. Yes, sir. 

Senator Watkins. And you now honestly believe if you gave a 
truthful answer to that question I have just asked you, with respect 
to whether or not you are conducting any activities or engaged in any 
activities might subject you to criminal prosecution, might incriminate 
you if you gave a truthful answer to it? 

Mr. Murin. I must answer “Yes.” 

Senator Watkins. The answer is “Yes.” 

Senator Eastland. Mr. Murin, a number of witnesses have come 
before the Internal Security Subcommittee and have stated frankly 
their participation in the Communist movement. Some have even 
testified very frankly about espionage for the Soviet Union. When 
a witness does that, no hand has ever been raised against him because 
he has well served the United States. 

Now, you have absolutely nothing to fear bv a full and frank dis- 
closure of your activities if you have been in the Communist movement. 

I remember Mr. Winston Burdette, a national news commentator, 
who was sent to Europe as an agent, as an espionage agent, during the 
Russo-Finnish War. He came down and made a full and frank dis- 
closure; he was very helpful to his country, and he had the good will 
of all Americans. In fact, he was thanked and congratulated by the 
committee. And there was no attempt to prosecute him. 

We make you the same offer, provided you have been involved in 
the Communist movement. And our information is that you have. 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Murin. I didn’t detect the question involved in the statement 
you made. Will you ask the precise question, please ? 

Senator Eastland. I asked you no question. I simply assured you 
that you were in no danger' of prosecution by a full and frank 
disclosure. 

Mr. Murin. I would like to know if there are any further questions, 
sir. 

Senator Eastland. Now, in the light of what the chairman has 
stated, would you change the answer to a single question that has been 
asked you ? Do you desire to change an answer to a single question that 
has been asked you ? 

Mr. Murin. No, sir. 

Senator Eastland. You do not? 

Mr. Murin. No, sir. 

Mr. Morris. The next witness, Senator, js Mr. Rohrbough. 

Senator Eastland. Mr. Murin, you remain under the subpena. You 
understand that ? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Murin. Thank you, sir. 

Sir. Morris. Senator, we are desirous of learning something about 
the nature of the Honolulu Record. 

Senator Eastland. Do you solemnly swear — Hold your hand up, 
please. 

Do you solemnly swear the testimony you are about to give the 
Senate Internal Security Subcommittee is the truth, the whole truth, 
and nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

Sir. Rohrbough. I do. 
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TESTIMONY 0E EDWARD ROHRBOUGH 

Mr. Morris. Senator, this particular witness is called at this time 
because, according to our evidence, he is the principal stockholder of 
the Honolulu Record and lie is also a writer for the Honolulu Record. 
That is the evidence that we have received. 

Mr. Rohrbough, would you give your name and address to the 
reporter ? 

Mr. Rohrbougii. Edward Rohrbough; 1127-B Alohi Way. 

Mr. Morris. Will you spell your name for the shorthand reporter? 

Mr. Rohrbough. R-o-h-r-b-o-u-g-h. 

Mr. Morris. Were you born on June G, 1911, in Glenville, W. Va. ? 

Mr. Rohrbough. That is correct. 

Mr. Morris. Did you attend Glenville State College in West Vir- 
ginia? 

Mr. Rohrbough. That is correct. 

Mr. Morris. Did you later attend the University of Virginia? 

Mr. Rohrbough. That is correct. 

Mr. Morris. University of Mexico? 

Mr. Rohrbough. National University of Mexico. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. National University of Mexico. The University of 
Texas ? 

Mr. Rohrbough. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. In fact, you were a teacher at the University of Texas, 
were you not, Mr. Rohrbough? 

Mr. Rohrbough. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Now, you worked for the Office of War Information 
during the war, did you not ? 

Mr. Rohrbough. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. When did you first take up employment with the OWI ? 

Mr. Rohrbough. I believe it was in 1943, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Would you tell us the circumstances surrounding your 
becoming employed with the OWI? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Rohrbough. Well, sir, there is no special circumstance I know 
of except I went and applied and was employed. 

Mr. Morris. We would just like to know how that came about. 

Mr. Rohrbough. I will have to rake my memory for a moment. I 
heard there was an opening. I heard there were people being employed 
for overseas service, and the newspaper I had been working for, or 
rather the magazine I had been working for 

Mr. Morris. What was that magazine? 

Mr. Rohrbough. Newsweek magazine — showed no inclination to 
send me overseas and so I went and applied with the OWI. 

Mr. Morris. Then what was your assignment in the OWI ? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Morris. Senator, I notice it is the end of 1 hour, and it is cus- 
tomary to give the reporter a break. 

Senator Eastland. We will take a 2-minute recess. 

(A 2-minute recess was taken.) 

Senator Eastland. The committee will come to order. 

Mr. Morris. Will you answer the question, Mr. Rohrbough? I 
asked you what your duties were generally in the OWI. 

Mr. Rohrbough. What did I do in the OWI? 
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Mr. Morris. Yes. Wliat did you do? 

Mr. Rohrbough. Well, 1 was employed by the — I think they called 
it the Overseas Outpost Agency, or something like that, division of it. 

Mr. Morris. Where was that, in Washington or 

Mr. Rohrbough. That was in New York. 

Mr. Morris. In New York. Actually, in 1944 you went to China 
for the OWI ; did you not ? 

Mr. Rohrbougii. Yes, sir; 1944. 

Mr. Morris. And you were attached to the United States Army and 
the Army of the Chinese Nationalist government? 

Mr. Rohrbougii. That is correct. 

Mr. Morris. After Y-J Day you resigned from the OWI ; did you 
not? 

Mr. Rohrbough. That is correct. 

Mr. Morris. And then you became a correspondent for the United 
Press; did you not? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Rohrbough. I am going to decline to answer that question, on 
the grounds of the first and fifth amendments. 

Mr. Morris. Now, in your assignment by the United Press, you were 
assigned to cover the Chinese Communist assault on the Chinese Na- 
tionalist government, and you yourself were assigned to the Chinese 
Fourth Army, were you not, to cover the Chinese Fourth Army? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Rohrbough. I am going to decline to answer that question, on 
the ground it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Rohrbough, when you first took up employment 
with the OWI, were you at that time a Communist ? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Rohbrougii. I refuse to answer that question, on the grounds 
of the first and fifth amendments. 

Mr. Morris. Pardon. 

Mr. Rohrbough. I refuse to answer that question, on the grounds 
of the first and fifth amendments. 

Mr. Morris. Senator, may I have a ruling on that ? 

Senator Eastland. Repeat the question. 

Mr. Morris. He invoked the privilege under the first and the fifth 
amendments, sir. 

Senator Eastland. I thought it was understood — it is understood 
that any refusal based on the first amendment is overruled. 

Mr. Morris. When you were attached to the United States Army 
and the Army of the Chinese Nationalist Government for the OWI, 
were you at that time a Communist? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Rohrbough. Same answer, sir. 

Mr. Morris. You are the principal stockholder, are you not, Mr. 
Rohrbough, for the Honolulu Record? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Rohrbough. I decline to answer that question, on the grounds 
of the first and fifth amendments. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman. 

Have you been connected with the China Monthly Review’ ? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 
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Mt.Roiirbough. I decline to answer that question, on the grounds 
of the first and fifth amendments. 

Senator Eastland. What is the China Monthly Review, Mr. 
Counsel ? 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Mandel, will you tell us what the China Monthly 
Review is? 

Mr. Mandel. The China Monthly Review was the subject of a hear- 
ing before the Senate Internal Security Subcommittee; it was edited 
by John W. Powell, who has since been indicted for his activity be- 
cause the paper was used in propagandizing American prisoners of 
war in Communist China. 

Mr. Morris. Now, when you left the OWI in 1945, you remained 
in China to cover the civil war ; did you not ? 

Mr. Rohrbougii. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Articles under the byline of Edward Rohrbough ap- 
peared in the March 23, April G, April 20, May 18, 1946, issues of the 
China Weekly Review. Did you write for the China Weekly Review 
while you were in China? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr.RoiiRBOUGii. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, I would like to read into the record a 
paragraph from a staff analysis and a staff resume of our evidence 
here. 

This reads : 

In the latter part of 1945 Rohrbough left the OWI in Shanghai and remained 
in China to cover the civil war. The masthead of the China Weekly Review 
(forerunner of the China Monthly Review), dated April 20, 194G, contains the 
names of the since deceased J. B. Powell (father of John W. Powell), as editor 
and publisher, and also lists John W. Powell and Edward Rohrbough. Articles 
under the byline of Edward Rohrbough appeared in the March 23, April 6, 
April 20, and May IS, 1940, issues of the China Weekly Review. 

Senator, I would like to put this whole thing in the record at this 
time. And the Senators may want to analvze it and possibly may 
want to ask 

Senator Eastland. It may be admitted in the record. 

(See exhibit No. 394 on p. 2433.) 

Senator Eastland. Any more questions? 

Senator Watkins. I have some questions. 

Senator Eastland. Senator Watkins. 

Senator Watkins. I would like to ask you, Mr. Rohrbough, about 
the Honolulu Record. I understood you refused to answer any ques- 
tions with respect to that Record, or at least the ownership of it or your 
holding stock in it. Is that true? 

Mr. Rohrbough. Yes, sir; I refuse to answer on the grounds of the 
first and fifth amendments. 

Senator Watkins. Have you read or seen copies of the Honolulu 
Record ? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Rohrbougii. Same answer. 

Senator Watkins. You honestly believe, if you gave a truthful 
answer to that, that you might be furnishing evidence against you 
and a possible criminal prosecution ? 

Mr. Rohrbough. I believe I might be. 


SCOPE OF SOVIET ACTIVITY IN THE UNITED STATES 2407 

Senator Watkins. You think it would be an offense to read or to 
have seen copies of the Honolulu Record ? 

Mr. Rohrbough. I believe it might tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Watkins. It might tend to incriminate you if you saw it? 
Well, that will be very good news for the members of the community 
here, if you’re right on that. And possibly the Post Office Depart- 
ment ought to be advised as well, if that statement of yours is true. 
Now, are you acquainted with the requirements of the laws of the 
Territory with respect to corporations ? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Rohrbough. No, sir ; not to any extent. 

Senator Watkins. Not to any extent. Do you know, for instance, 
that the stockholders are a matter of public record in a corporation, 
a newspaper corporation ? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Rohrbough. No ; I don’t know that, sir. 

Senator Watkins. You don’t know that ? 

Mr. Rohrbough. No. 

Senator Watkins. You have had experience over many years, repre- 
senting newspapers, have you not ? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Senator Watkins. Can’t you answer that question ? 

Mr. Rohrbough. Just a moment, sir. 

Senator Watkins. All right. 

Mr. Rohrbough. I will decline to answer that question on the 
grounds of the first and fifth amendments. 

Senator Watkins. Have you been a reader of newspapers ? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Rohrbough. Yes, sir. 

Senator Watkins. You finally came up with an answer to that one. 
Have you ever seen published at certain intervals, in the newspapers 
of this country, magazines, a statement about the ownership and man- 
agement of the newspapers, as required by the postal laws of the 
United States; have you ever seen those statements? 

Mr. Rohrbough. Yes, sir. But not stockholders. 

Senator Watkins. What’s that ? 

Mr. Rohrbough. But not stockholders. 

Senator Watkins. Those owning a certain percentage of the stock- 
ownership is required, is it not, the names of them ? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Senator Watkins. I think your lawyers will advise you that that 
is one of the requirements. At least, I have been reading the news- 
papers for a good many years, and I was in the business for a while. 
We all had to give a statement as to the ownership of the newspaper, 
one of the things the people of the country are entitled to know. 

Mr. Rohrbough. I think that’s correct, sir. 

Senator Welker. What was the answer, Mr. Witness ? 

Senator Watkins. He said, “That is correct.” 

Have you ever seen the statement of the ownership published in 
the Honolulu Record, as required by the statute? 

Mr. Rohrbough. I refuse to answer that, on the ground of the first 
and fifth amendments. 

Senator Watkins. Have you ever seen your own name in that 
statement as one of the owners ? 
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Mr. Rohrbough. I refuse to answer that, on the grounds of the 
first and fifth amendments. 

Senator Watkins. Well, you apparently haven’t been reading the 
Honolulu Record. Is that right? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Rohrbough. Same answer. 

Senator Watkins. Do you think it would incriminate you to read 
the Honolulu Record? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Rohrbough. Well, 1 believe, under the first and fifth amend- 
ments, I think I am protected from answering that question. 

Senator Watkins. Now, do you honestly believe, Mr. Rohrbough, 
that if you admitted that you read the Record, that I have just re- 
ferred to, that there could be any possible basis for a charge, a crimi- 
nal charge of any kind? 

Mr. Rohrbough. I believe I am 

Senator Watkins. An admission that you had read that paper 
would be something that could be used against you to show you had 
been guilty of a crime? 

Mr. Rohrbough. I believe I might be tending to waive my consti- 
tutional rights in this matter. 

Senator Watkins. 1 see. I don’t think it would incriminate you. 

It might possibly, from what I have heard here, contaminate you, but 
not incriminate you. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, I notice that Irving Fishman, who was 
scheduled to be a witness here, a customs official, has arrived. Now, 
before asking any more questions of this particular witness, I would 
like to have a conference with Mr. Fishman, because he is an expert 
in the field to which we are going. Not only that, Senator, but there 
is considerable other evidence and information about this particular 
witness I would like a little time to marshal my material. 

Senator Watkins. Mr. Chairman, I would like also to have the 
staff of this committee get the Honolulu Record and ask the man- 
agement to come over here and testify with respect to the ownership 
of that paper, see if they claim the protection or the fifth amendment 
too. 

Senator Eastland. That is so ordered. 

Mr. Morris. It will be done, Senator. 

Senator Eastland. They will be subpenaed. A subpena will issue. 

Mr. Witness, you may step aside temporarily. You will be called 
back at the afternoon session. 

Is there some other matter now, Mr. Counsel ? 

Mr. Morris. Yes, sir. There is one thing I would like to have 
settled right now, Senator. 

Will Mr. Andersen, Air. Symonds, and Mrs. Bouslog come forward, 
please ? I would like to talk about that subpena. 

Since yesterday, Senator, we have had several conferences with 
counsel, and rather than describe the relationship, I think if they will I 
come forward, they have indicated that they, Counsel Andersen and 
Counsel Symonds, have indicated that the records will be made avail- 
able. There are a couple of technicalities and difficulties that they 
think will be straightened out. We told them we are trying to be 
reasonable about it. 
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(Discussion at the bench not audible to the reporter.) 

Senator Watkins. Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Eastland. Yes, sir. 

Senator Watkins. Is this intended to be a discussion with the mem- 
bers of the committee with respect to what ought to be done or what 
will be done? 

Mr. Andersen. I was just asked to approach the bench. 

Senator Watkins. I would suggest, Senator, if it is going to be that 
type of a conference, that it be done in executive committee. 

Senator Eastland. I think so, too. I understood there had been 
an agreement. 

Mr. Morris. Not quite, Senator. We are pretty close to an area 
of agreement. 

Mr. Andersen. We want to discuss it. 

Senator Eastland. That should certainly be done in executive 
session. 

Mr. Morris. May we have an executive session now, Senator ? 

Senator Eastland. Yes. 

Senator Watkins. Now, just a moment, before we do. I think on 
other matters here the record should be cleared up somewhat. There 
was a reference here earlier, Mr. Chairman, to Abram Flaxer. And 
I think one of the witnesses was questioned about him. And I think 
the record should show something about Mr. Flaxer. And I suggest 
that Mr. Mandel has already been sworn before this committee and 
should give a statement of the evidence that has been received with 
respect to Mr. Flaxer. That also this statement, if it is admitted, be 
placed in the record immediately following the testimony of the wit- 
ness who was interrogated with respect to Mr. Flaxer. 

Senator Eastland. That is all right. We can take it now or we 
can take it this afternoon. 

Senator Watkins. I would like for it to go in the record so it won’t 
miss out 

Senator Eastland. It is ordered into the record. 

Proceed, Mr. Mandel. 

Mr. Mandel. Abram Flaxer appeared before the Senate Internal 
Security Subcommittee on October 5, 1951, identified himself as na- 
tional president of the United Public Workers of America, and 
invoked the fifth amendment with regard to all questions concerning 
his Communist activity. 

Senator Eastland. The committee will go into executive session. 

Mr. Morris. The next public session. Senator, will be at 3:30. 

Senator Eastland. 3 : 30. 

Mr. Morris. Senator, will you ask the witnesses Koichi Omori, 
Yugo Okubo, and Wilfred Oka to stand by for testimony this 
afternoon ? 

Senator Eastland. They are under subpena, aren’t they? 

Mr. Morris. They are. 

Counsel, do you understand ? The other witnesses will be available 
this afternoon. 

Mrs. Bouslog. Yes ; we understand. 

Senator Eastland. Adjourned. 

(Whereupon, at 10:55 a. m., the subcommittee recessed.) 
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AFTERNOON SESSION 

The subcommittee met, pursuant to adjournment, at 3:30 p. m., 
in the senate chamber, lolani Palace, Senator James O. Eastland 
(chairman) presiding. 

Present: Senators Eastland, Watkins, Johnston, Welker, and 
Butler. 

Also present: Robert Morris, chief counsel; Benjamin Man del, re- 
search director; William II. Arens, investigator. 

Senator Eastland. The committee will come to order. 

Mr. Morris. Counsel Andersen, will you come forward, and we 
will put into the record this understanding of compliance with the 
subpen a. 

Senator Eastland. All right, gentlemen. Dictate what you have 
agreed into the record. 

Mr. Andersen. Pursuant to the discussion 

Senator Eastland. Talk a little louder, please, sir: I can barely 
hear you. 

Mr. Andersen. Pursuant to a discussion I had a little while ago, 
which was supplemental to an executive session with the committee, 
on behalf of the clients that 1 represent, that is, local 142, Newton 
Miyagi as secretary-treasurer of the ILWU Memorial Association 
and local 142, ILWU, we agree, of course, that the Senate committee 
has jurisdiction to issue a subpena, and pursuant to the subpena served 
we will supply the information for the period stated in each subpena 
relating to any and all moneys spent by local 142 for the defense of 
Jack Hall, including any and all moneys spent during the same period 
by local 142 in the last political campaign, and with the same stipula- 
tion in relation to the subpena served upon the memorial association. 

Senator Eastland. Wait a minute now. Wait a minute now. 
Wait just a minute. As I understood, there was no limitation on the 
information that the committee was to desire. 

Mr. Morris. That is understood. 

Senator Eastland. Is that understood? Is that understood? 

Mr. Andersen. I think that is just exactly what I said. 

Senator Eastland. Well, no. You specified two things, but in 
addition, the committee is to get what information is desired. What 
additional information is desired. 

Now, is that the agreement? 

Mr. Andersen. Maybe I overlooked part of the conversation we 
had in the executive session, and that is to the effect that you people 
might want to look at this information, either there or here; that is, 
you may question the information that we present. I have already 
stated that you have the right to issue a subpena, and having the 
right to issue a subpena, it certainly gives you the right to question 
anything. We have no objection to that. 

Senator Eastland. Wait a minute now, Mr. Andersen. Wait a 
minute now. You are drawing the line too close there. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, may I make an effort to state our 
agreement, and see if this will conform with your understanding? 

Mr. Andersen. Maybe in the light of the Senator’s statement 
maybe counsel and I should adjourn and agree in writing upon it 
before we have an argument here as to what 

Senator Eastland. Let him state it. 
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Mr. Morris. Let me see if I state it correctly. 

Mr. Andersen. All right. You may state it. 

Mr. Morris. Counsel for the ILWU and the ILWU Memorial As- 
sociation agree to make available the information sought by the com- 
mittee, described in the subpena. However, at the very outset, the 
committee lias asked for only two items. One is the information 
regarding expenditures and disbursements on behalf of all seven de- 
fendants in the Smith Act by the union and by the association. 

The second thing immediately sought would be the information 
with respect to the disbursements and expenditures during the 1956 
campaign. 

That is all that the committee has 

Mr. Andersen. I think 1 have said the same thing. 

Mr. Morris (continuing). Sought for, counsel. But in the event 
that something more may be desired, we don't have any contempla- 
tion of that now, you will also comply with that. 

Mr. Andersen. 1 believe so. 

Senator Eastland. Wait a minute. You believe so. Xow, what 
is the agreement ? 

Mr. Morris. Do you agree with that, counsel ? 

Mr. Andersen. Yes. 

Senator Eastland. All right. That's agreed. That is an agree- 
ment. 

Mr. Morris. Yes, sir. 

Senator Johnson. I notice the counsel said, “Jack Hall and other 
defendants.'’ 

Mr. Morris. I included all seven. 

Senator Johnson. You want to do that, hie didn’t make 

Mr. Morris. Xow the UPW. Xow, what about that? Who will 
speak for that ? 

Mr. Andersen. Of course, we may disagree as to terminology, but 
I think we understand each other. 

It is the position of my clients that any money it spent was for 
Jack Hall, but you will see the records. The records will speak. 

Mr. Morris. That's right. You will contend that the records 

Mr. Andersen. We spent the money for the defense of Jack Hall, 
but yon will see those records. 

Mr. Symonds. On behalf of the United Public Workers, regarding 
the summons served on that organization, I enter into the same 
stipulation. 

(Senator Watkins now acting as chairman.) 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Cowart, for the benefit of Senator Watkins and 
Senator Butler, who just came in. will you read by summarization 
of the agreement between counsel and the committee, together with 
the acknowledgement on the part of counsel ? 

(The reporter then read the record as requested bv counsel.) 

Senator Eastland. As I understand it now, the subcommittee is to 
get what information it desires and when it desires it, but that this 
time there is only contemplated information on two items, which you 
specified, but we are in no wise limited now. Is that your under 
standing? 

Mr. Morris. I think it is clear. Senator. Is that clear, Mr. 
Andersen ? 
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Mr. Andersen. Wait a minute. I don’t want any misunderstand- 
ing. I don’t want to be accused of backing down on an agreement, 
which I don’t do. I told you upstairs, in executive session, that we 
did not concede the validity of this subpena. 

Mr. Morris. You have already. 

Mi\ Andersen. I also told you that you could get another subpena 
out in a half hour. That we didn’t want to litigate 

Senator Eastland. That’s correct. That is what you said. 

Mr. Andersen. I don’t make misstatements. I remember what I 
said. And you served this subpena, and rather than go through the 
courts and test the subpena, we endeavored as gentlemen to modify 
it to a certain extent, to a certain extent, among ourselves. 

Now the subpena is still subject to all of our objections, sir. I don’t 
want any misunderstanding about that. 

Now, we agreed to supply this information that counsel requested 
and agreed to forbear attack upon the subpena. Now, we still re- 
serve objections to the subpena. 

Senator Eastland. Wait just a minute now. 

I understand, Mr. Andersen, you agree to supply the information 
on the two items which counsel requests. 

Mr. Andersen. That’s correct. Without waiving any legal rights 
we have. That’s correct. * 

Senator Eastland. But forebearing any objections to the subpena. 

Mr. Andersen. 4 o the form of the subpena. That is correct. And 
content. 

Senator Eastland. All right. 

Mr. Andersen. That is right. 

Senatoi . Eastland. ISow, as T understood, you were to supply 
whatever information we desired, without any strings attached, but 
that at this moment we desire information on the two items, which 
counsel mentioned. 

Mr. Andersen. Let’s change that a little bit, if T may, so we will 
understand each other. Let’s have our understandings correct. 

My understanding of our discussion upstairs, and 1 believe all or 
most of the Senators were there, was that at this time you wanted, 
within the period set forth in the subpena, certain information in 
relation to two items. I won’t mention the items. We have men- 
tioned them a half dozen times. And for that period we will supply 
it to you. J 

Senator Eastland. That’s correct. 

Mr. Andersen. That’s correct. We will supply those two items to 
you. ^ Now, if you ask for anything else, I want to be put in the same 
position I was upstairs, in the executive session. 

Senator Eastland. T on made no agreement as to anything else? 

Mr. Andersen. Sir. the only agreement we had upstairs, in execu- 
tive session, I told you that I would — I told you that I was the attor- 
ney for the International Longshoremen’s Association, its general 
counsel. 

Senator Eastland. Yes. 

Mr. Andersen. T told you as such counsel l could only recommend. 

Senator Eastland. That’s right, you did. 

Mr. Andersen. \ told you that I didn’t know whether they would 
accept my advice or not ; I told you that sometimes my client accepts 


SCOPE OF SOVIET ACTIVITY IN THE UNITED STATES 2413 


my advice and sometimes my client doesn’t accept my advice. That's 
tli© client’s privilege. 

Senator Eastland. That’s correct. 

Mr. Andersen. I had a 2^-hour lunch with my clients. They 
agreed to follow my advice to the extent that we discussed upstairs. 
And the only thing I told them we had to produce, if they followed 
my recommendation, was in relation to those two items. 

Now I think that is our understanding. I don’t think anything 
should be superimposed upon it. 

Senator Eastland. 1 am not trying to superimpose anything upon 
it. As I understood it, and I would like to hear from the other mem- 
bers of the committee, we were to get whatever information we desired 
for the record, but that presently we desired information on the two 
items. That was my understanding. 

I am not accusing you of bad faith, Mr. Andersen. 

Mr. Andersen. I understand. But 1 observed that yon attempted 
to superimpose something upon our general agreement, and that's 
whj T I came forward. 

Senator Welker. Mr. Chairman. 

Just a minute, Mr. Andersen. 

Senator Watkins. Let the record show at this moment that the 
senior Senator from Utah is now acting as chairman under the direc- 
tion of Chairman Eastland. 

Senator Butler. I know there was some place in the conversation 
where reference was made to the fact that this was not to be a restric- 
tive agreement. And when 1 suggested something about the two 
items, there were several other Senators said that we shall not be re- 
stricted to 

Mr. Andersen. I agree ; I agree. That is your position. You took 
the position that you would not be restricted. And I agreed that 
you wouldn't be restricted, but T didn’t waive my right to object to 
the subpena as written. 

Senator Butler is correct and I'm correct. 

Senator Eastland. Insofar as other items are concerned. 

Senator Butler. That is substantially correct. 

Senator Welker. Mr. Chairman, I think the stipulation should go 
as to when 

Senator Watkins. Just a moment. 

Senator Butler. Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Watkins. Senator Butler. Senator Welker. 

Senator Welker. I think the stipulation should go further so as to 
say when he is going to produce the evidence of the two 

Mr. Andersen. We have already discussed that. 

Senator Welker. Well, it isn’t in the stipulation. 

Mr. Andersen. Oh. 

Senator Welker. We want that in the record as to when you 

Mr. Andersen. Mr. Morris can state 

Mr. Morris. Within a reasonable time. 

Mr. Andersen. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. Is that satisfactory to you, Senator Welker ? 

Senator Welker. Yes. 

Senator Watkins. Do you agree as to what is a reasonable time? 

Mr. Andersen. We have agreed as close as we can agree. We have 
a gentlemanly agreement. 
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Senator Watkins. All right. 

Mr. Andersen. May I request of the chairman that, for my own 
files, the chairman direct the reporter to transcribe this colloquy so 
that we will all have a copy of it, and particularly counsel for the 
respective witnesses. 

Senator Watkins. That is a reasonable request. It will be granted. 

Mr. Andersen, will you come forward again, please? 

Mr. Morris. There is still a little bit of misunderstanding about 
this. You have said twice here that there is no restriction imposed 
on the Senate. And you agree to that, don’t you? 

Mr. Andersen. Yes; I agree that the Senate has the right to issue a 
subpena. I conceded that upstairs, sir. 

Mr. Morris. And now suppose, in encountering this particular 
problem, we come upon records, we come upon information that bears 
on the contention the committee advances that it bears on point No. 1, 
the expenditures for the seven Smith Act defendants. 

Mr. Andersen. Well, I don’t see how you can reach that point. 

Mr. Morris. Just a minute now. Let me finish. Supposing only, 
do you contemplate that you would have the right to say, “Well, that 
item does not come within the scope of those two items. Therefore, 
we are going to challenge the validity of these proceedings”? 

Mr . Andersen. No; I think I have waived that. 

Mr. Morris. You have waived that. 

Mr. Andersen. Yes; I am sure that 

Senator Welker. As to those two items. 

Mr. Andersen. I think I waived that upstairs in the executive ses- 
sion, and I am sure that Senator Watkins would say that. Wouldn’t 
you, Senator? 

Senator Watkins. That’s substantially correct, I think. 

Mr. Andersen. Yes. When I make an agreement, I abide by it. 

Mr. Morris. Suppose, Mr. Andersen, we come upon something that 
is an expenditure to a man who was, may be — this is suppositious — 
indicted but whose case was dismissed before the trial, and it had to do 
with the same trial. What would your position with respect to that 
be? 

Mr. Andersen. I think that is so suppositious that it is beyond the 
realm of possibility, because I don't believe there could be such an 
imaginary set of facts. 

Senator Watkins. Suppose there is. 

Mr. Morris. I want to bring out the point though. In other words, 
you would concede — vou concede here now that we then could <*o into 
that fact? 

Mr. Andersen. Right now I can see certainly no objection to it. 
I think your statement, as I stand here, is fair and reasonable. I 
don’t know what you have in mind. 

Mr. Morris. Now the only thing here is 

Senator Eastland. We don't have anything in mind. We are just 
trying to see what the agreement was. That we have a meeting of the 
minds, that we understand each other. That’s all. 

Mr. Andersen. Let’s be specific. My recollection is not perfect 
about things. But my recollection, sir, is that in relation to that case 
you are talking about, nobody was dismissed from it. 
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Mr. Morris. I am saying that suppose something conies up in which 
the issue isn’t precisely those 7 but is someone closely related to those 
7 ; money is expended on behalf of that, and the committee asks for 
that particular information. AVliat will your attitude be? Will you 
then say, Mr. Andersen, “Ah ! We agreed only to waive our objection 
to the subpena with respect to those two items. We will challenge the 
right of the committee to look into it, even though it is within the 
purview of ” 

Mr. Andersen. That I probably would. 

Mr. Morris. Object? 

Mr. Andersen. Yes. And I will tell you why. We had an execu- 
tive session and I made certain agreements, subject to the approval of 
my client. I have reflected that suggestion to my client. Sly client 
has agreed to follow my advice in relation to what I told him, and no 
more. And I reflected fairly our understanding to my client. 

Now, if you want to add anything to it that might be suppositious, 
then I will have to discuss it with him again, but I think I have fairly 
and fully made a complete disclosure, my client has authorized me so 
far, and that is as far as their lawyers can go. 

I think you are talking about something that won’t arise. I can’t 
imagine what you have in mind. Now, if you have something in your 
mind that I cannot see at the moment 

Senator Eastland. We have nothing 

Sir. SIorris. We have nothing in our minds. 

Sir. Andersen. I think we have covered it. 

Sir. SIorris. Senator, the point there, as I analyze it, Senator, if 
something should come up outside the scope of these two items, as the 
record now stands, according to what Sir. Andersen now says, we 
would still have our rights under the subpena, but it may be at that 
particular time Sir. Andersen might challenge the authenticity of the 
subpena. 

Sir. Andersen. I think that is a fair statement. 

Sir. SIorris. So what we have here, Senator, without pursuing the 
thing, we have a concession that they will comply with respect to 
those two items. With respect to anything else that might come up, 
we will have to just go ahead on the thing. 

Senator Eastland. That’s all right. That is the way I understood 
the agreement. 

Sir. SIorris. That is not the way it was originally. 

Senator Eastland. Slaybe it is mv fault. I don’t know. I am not 
challenging anybody. 

Sir. Andersen. Senator, haven’t I stated it fairly ? 

Senator Eastland. In order to have a meeting of the minds. That’s 
all. 

Sir. SIorris. This, Sir. Andersen, as I just stated it now, is different 
from my understanding of the agreement upstairs. 

Sir. Andersen. Reasonable people can differ. I think that I’ve 
stated it fairly. Now, if I haven’t stated it fairly, I stand — I can 
always be corrected — but I think I’ve stated the agreement fairly. 

Sir. SIorris. Sly understanding 

Sir. Andersen. As a matter of fact, I think we’re arguing about 
nothing. We are arguing about how many people can dance on the 
head of a pin. 
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Mr. Morris. No, we’re not, Mr. Andersen. 

Go ahead, Senator Welker. 

Senator Welker. I would suggest, to get away from the seeming 
misunderstanding on the part of certain of the Senators and counsel, 
that we issue a subpena duces tecum for the two items that we are 
agreed upon. I am sure counsel will abide by that. And then if there 
are any other matters the committee desires to have brought forth- 
with, to have another subpena issued. Quit this idea of trying to make 
agreements in violation of the subpena. 

Mr. Morris. Senator Welker, I might admit that the agreement 
as it now stands has the acknowledgment on the part of counsel of our 
authority with respect to the records and those two items. So we 
wouldn’t have to go into that at all. 

Now, with respect to the other items, the point is, it may well be that 
the committee would allow the situation to stand as it is now. But our 
only point is that it is not our understanding of the agreement that 
was made upstairs. 

Senator Watkins. In other words, we will now have — even taking 
your position, there is an understanding of a modified agreement, 
according to your view, but there is still an agreement . 1 


1 See the following : 

The following statements were received by the subcommittee after its return to Wash- 
ington in response to questions regarding use of funds for certain purposes by the ILWU 
and United Public Workers and was ordered into the record at a subcommittee meeting 
December 17, 1056: 

Buslog & Symonds, 
Honolulu , Hatcaii , December 10, 1956. 

Re Hawaiian Judiciary Subcommittee hearings 
Senate Judiciary committee, 

Senate Building, Washington , D. G . 

(Attention: Robert Morris.) 

Dear Sir: Pursuant to your telephone conversation with George R. Andersen wherein 
he stated he was prepared to meet with you regarding the records agreed upon, and in 
which conversation you stated it would not be necessary to produce the physical records 
and that the purpose of the subcommittee would be served by an accountant’s report setting 
forth what the books of ILWU Local 142 and the ILWU Memorial Association show with 
respect to expenditures made by either entity since the date set forth in the subpenas re- 
garding the local Smith Act trial and the 1056 Territorial election, enclosed is a report 
signed by the accountant. While the subpena refers to funds of local 142 and the Me- 
morial Association, there is included in the report money expended by the ILWU defense 
fund and the political action fund. 

Also in accordance with our understanding, enclosed is an accountant’s report, together 
with a statement from Henry B. Epstein, Territorial director of the UPW, with reference 
to funds expended by that organization relative to the two matters specified. 

If you have any occasion to communicate with this office, we would appreciate your 
sending a copy to George R. Andersen, 240 Montgomery Street, San Francisco 4, Calif., 
and indicating the same on the original. 

Very truly yours, 

Myer C. Symonds. 
Honolulu., T. II., December 10, 1956. 

Re Territory of Hawaii Subcommittee hearing. 

Senate Judiciary Committee, 

Senate Building, Washington, D. G. 

(Attention Robert Morris, Esq.) 

Dear Sir: At the request of Newton K. Miyagi, secretary-treasurer of Local 142, Inter- 
national Longshoremen’s and Warehousemen’s Union, and treasurer of ILWU Memorial 
Association, J attach hereto a schedule of accounts, the information of which was drawn 
from the books of accounts called the ILWU Defense Fund, showing moneys spent under 
the heading of “Jack Hall Case,” covering period from January 1, 1953, to date. 

The ILWU Defense Fund has been maintained as a separate accounting entity as are 
the funds of ILWU Local 142 and ILWU Memorial Association, and, to the best of my 
knowledge and belief, is the only fund among the three accounting entities mentioned 
which has to date reflected expenditure under the heading and description of “Jack Hall 
Case.” 

In answer to the question relating to expenditures made in the 1956 political campaign 
in Hawaii, the books of ILWU Local 142 and of ILWU Memorial Association reflect no 
account under the heading or description of political activities. There is a fund called 
Political Action Fund, which shows a total expenditure of $14,635.04 therefrom. 

Yours very truly, 

Katsuto Nagaue, 
Accountant and Auditor. 

(Footnote continued on next page) 
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With that, I think we probably ought to close the colloquy and 
go on with the witnesses. 

Senator Eastland. All right, call your witness. 

Senator Watkins. Call your witness. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Irving Fishman. 

Senator, Mr. Chairman, Irving Fishman, customs official, is here 
today and has come at great sacrifice from Washington. He flew 
in here this morning, lie has to be in San Francisco tomorrow, and 
therefore I ask that we interrupt the testimony of Mr. Rohrbough 
to put Mr. Fishman on immediately. 

Senator Watkins. You solemnly swear the testimony you are about 
to give in the matter pending before this committee will be the truth, 
the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Fishman. I do. 

TESTIMONY OF IRVING FISHMAN 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Fishman, will you give your name and address 
to the reporter ? 

Mr. Fisiiman. Irving Fishman. 

Senator Eastland. Talk a little louder, please. 


Schedule of accounts showing disbursements under heading of {< Jack Hall Case*' 
from ILWZJ Defense Fund 


Accounts : Amount 

Legal f< «*s ami costs $S6, 521. 90 

Mailing and shipping 3, 599. 48 

Office supplies 2, 103. 29 

Rent 4GS. 00 

Research and publicity 9, 902. 77 

Taxes 114. 65 

Telephone and wire 524. 91 

Travel and subsistence 1, 049. 44 

Wages 5, 685. 71 


Total 109, 970. 15 


HONOLULU, T. H., December k, 1956. 

To Whom It Mag Concern: 

I am a public accountant and have been so engaged since January 15, 1945. 

1 was engaged on or about October 1954 by United Public Workers, a labor union, to 
examine the then existing records and to recommend an accounting system. Under date 
of October 25, 1954, I filed a report with the United Public Workers on this matter, to- 
gether with the general books of accounts which were organized by me. 

►Since then, I have made 2 examinations of the books of accounts of the said union, upon 
request, 1 for period ended June 30, 1955, and another for period ended June 30, 1956, 
and have filed reports appertaining thereto. 

On this date, I have been asked to furnish answers to two direct questions, namely : 

(1) What money, if any, was contributed by the United Public Workers to any of the 
defendants in the so-called local Smith Act trial? 

(2) What money, if any, was expended by the union on behalf of political candidates 
of any party during the last election in the Territory? 

During the period covered by my examination of the books of accounts, the answer to 
both questions is None to the best of my knowledge and belief. 

Yours very truly, 

Katsuto Nagaue, 
Accountant and Auditor. 


United Public Workers, 
Honolulu , Hawaii December 6, 1956. 


To Whom It May Concern: 

My name is Henry B. Epstein, and I am the Territorial director of the United Public 
Workers. I have been requested to check the books of the United Public Workers since 
its inception for the purpose of answering two questions : 

1. What money, if any, was contributed by the United Public Workers to any of the 
defendants in the Hawaii Smith Act trial? 

2. What money, if any, was expended by the United Public Workers on behalf of political 
candidates of any party during the last election in the Territory? 

1 have carefully checked all the books and records of the United Public Workers since 
its inception as an independent union in March 1953. Based on the books and records of 
the union, the answer to both the questions is “None.” 


Henry B. Epstein. 
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Mr. Fishman. Irving Fishman. I live in the city of New York; 
I am deputy collector of customs at the port of New York, in charge 
of the program countrywide of the Bureau of Customs and the con- 
trol of the importation of political propaganda. 

Mr. Morris. How long have you held that position ? 

Mr. F ishman. For the last 5 years. 

Mr. Morris. Are you acquainted with the flow of propaganda into 
the port of Honolulu ? 

Mr. Fishman. I have some information and, if the committee 
pleases, I should like to read a preliminary statement. 

Mr. Morris. Before you do, Mr. Fishman, 1 wonder if you 
would just tell us to what extent you are competent to testify about 
the situation as it exists in Honolulu ? 

Mr. Fishman. I surveyed the situation here in Honolulu back in 
October of this year, and I have also conducted some inquiries at the 
exchange post offices in San Francisco and New York, dealing with 
the shipment of mail into the Honolulu area. 

Mr. Morris. Proceed. 

Mr. Fishman. I believe the members of this committee are familiar 
to some extent with the interest of our agency in the importation 
of political propaganda into the United States. 

Senator Eastland. Is that propaganda that comes from the Soviet 
Union and the Iron Curtain countries to promote communism in the 
United States? 

Mr. Fishman. That is right. 

Senator Eastland. And in particular into this Territory? 

Mr. Fishman. That is right. However, I would like to state for 
the record 

Senator Johnston. At the present time you have a lot of it stacked 
up in New York, isn't that true ? 

Mr. Fishman. We have some that we are holding. However, I 
should like to state for the record that the Customs Bureau, a branch 
of the Treasury Department, in cooperation with the Post Office and 
Justice Departments, have the joint responsibility, under certain 
Federal statutes, to control the importation of political propaganda. 
Under the Tariff Act of 1930, subversive materials which advocate 
treason or insurrection against the United States are prohibited im- 
portations, and the sending of propaganda materials to the United 
States from the Soviet bloc countries by the mails or by means other 
than the mails, intended for dissemination in the United States, may 
likewise be in violation of the Foreign Agents Registration Act of 
1930, as amended. 

This position taken by the Customs and Post Office Departments 
is believed strengthened by the Attorney GeneraFs opinion of De- 
cember 10, 1940, cited as volume 39, Opinions of the Attorney Gen- 
eral, page 535, wherein it was held that the sending of propaganda 
materials to the United States by an unregistered agent of a foreign 
principal, in violation of the Foreign Agents Registration Act, 
amounts to the violation of a penal statute, as provided for in section 
957 of title 18 of the United States Code. 

Senator Watkins. Pardon me for just a moment, Mr. Witness. If 
the reporter would move just a little bit, 1 can’t see your face and it 
is difficult for me to follow } T ou. If the reporter would just move 
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up this way a little bit, nearer the — no, T don’t want him to be in 
front of anyone else either. 

Senator Johnston. That all right. 

Senator Watkins. All right. Proceed. 

Mr. Fishman. And that under section 17 of title 18, such propa- 
ganda can be barred from the United States mails. 

Mr. Morris. Xow may I break in here, Mr. Fishman, a moment? 

The violation — if material comes into the United States from a 
foreign principal, or unregistered agent of a foreign principal, who 
has violated the law? Who has violated the law; who has com- 
mitted the crime? 

Mr. Fishman. I was coming to that. The Attorney General has 
ruled that persons not within the United States, who use interstate 
or foreign commerce within the United States to disseminate politi- 
cal Communist propaganda, shall be regarded as acting within the 
United States, and therefore subject to this act. 

In dealing with the problem of wide and increased distribution of 
political propaganda in this country, it is necessary that continued 
surveys be made to determine the extent to which such material is 
sent from abroad into particular areas of the country through the 
various customs ports of entry. In pursuing this course, a limited 
inquiry was made in October of this year into the shipment of Com- 
munist propaganda into the Hawaiian Islands. We learned that a 
good deal of mailed matter is sacked directly on the island from 
foreign countries and thus receives customs treatment here. 

Our statistics show that during the past year 

Senator Eastland. What foreign countries? 

Mr. Ftsiiman. All of the Communist Soviet-bloc countries. _ 

Our statistics show that during the past year the mail division of 
(lie customs service in Honolulu handled one million two hundred 
ninety-one thousand-some-odd parcels of mail. We have also broken 
down the figures by monthly statistics. 

It was observed, for example, that airmail from China is shipped 
through Hong Kong directly to the islands by way of Canada, with- 
out touching the mainland. However, a good deal of mail from 
abroad destined to the islands is segregated at exchange post offices in 
Xew York and San Francisco, and perhaps in other areas. This 
material is then placed in the city mails for delivery here, so that 
close scrutiny by customs is not possible without special arrangements 
being made. 

In this connection it should be kept in mind that literally millions 
of mail articles from abroad and from the Soviet-bloc countries pass 
through customs ports of entry during any given month. 

The committee has requested specific information as to the volume 
of political propaganda destined to the islands. Unfortunately, exact 
statistics are not available, because of lack of time and the limited 
scope of the present inquiry. However, we found that in a 2-month 
period several hundred parcels of mail matter suspected of containing 
political propaganda was sent to this area and was cleared through 
two exchange post offices on the mainland. We can only estimate that 
equal quantities may have passed through other post offices which did 
not come under our study. 

Here in Honolulu our agency also took note of the importation of 
similar propaganda material sent directly from abroad. Recent re- 
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ports to the Post Office Department suggested the withholding from 
the mails of 364 parcels containing 2,376 pieces of printed matter sent 
to addresses in this area since May of this year. 

Senator Eastland. That was Communist propaganda ? 

Mr. Fishman. That is right. I have brought with me exhibits, 
samples of the type of propaganda material observed in the mail. 

Senator Eastland. That is propaganda that comes to the Territory ; 
is that right? 

Mr. Fisitman. That is right. 

Senator Johnston. And that’s from Russia or satellite countries of 
Russia? 

Mr. Fishman. That is right. Satellite countries. 

Mr. Morris. Now, the 2,376 pieces of printed matter, Mr. Fishman, 
is that — that is an estimated figure or is that the actual figure? 

Mr. Fishman. That’s an accurate figure. But we have not com- 
pleted our study. 

Air. Morris. Could you to the 

Senator Eastland. Wait a minute. Do you think it is much greater 
than that ? 

Mr. Fisitman. I think so, because we examined — because of budge- 
tary difficulties and so on, the customs service generally examines about 
10 percent of the mail. Now, if you keep in mind that we handled 
here in Honolulu over a million packages last year and saw possibly 
10 percent of that, we picked up three-hundred-some-odd packages, 
you might be able to 

Senator Eastland. You think you got 

Mr. Fishman. Multiply that by 10. 

Senator Eastland. You think you got about three-hundred-odd 
packages. About 10 percent. 

Mr. Fishman. That’s about 10 percent of what actually came into 
the area. 

Senator Eastland. Of Communist propaganda that came into 
Hawaii ? 

Mr. Fishman. Into this area. 

Senator Johnston. That’s only through the post offices that you 
inspected, too ; isn’t it ? 

Mr. Fishman. In Honolulu. 

Senator Johnston. Yes. 

Mr. Fishman. Of course, as I pointed out, some mail, especially 
printed matter, is segregated at the exchange post offices on the main- 
land and then the post office will deliver it here the same as if it came 
from Maine or Wisconsin or any place else. So that we never had an 
opportunity to observe that firsthand. 

Senator Eastland. Let me ask you a question. Does the Honolulu 
Record get Communist propaganda from the Iron Curtain countries? 

Mr. Fishman. Senator, you know the policy of our Department. 
We consider the names and addresses of the recipients of Communist 
propaganda as classified information and we will be glad to furnish 
that to the committee. 

Senator Eastland. If we can get it, that is all right. 

Mr. Fishman. We have observed some. 

Senator Eastland. You have observed some. Now, we will get the 
names of the addresses in executive session. 
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Mr. Fisiiman. That’s right. 

Senator Eastland. All right. 

Mr. Fishman. We are in the midst of preparing that right now. 

Senator Eastland. You picked up a letter this morning from Hong 
Kong, didn’t you? . . 

Mr. Fisiiman. I was over at the post office this morning for a while 
and we found several parcels in this morning's mail, one of which 
was addressed— several of which were addressed to the Honolulu 
Kecord. 

Senator Eastland. The Honolulu Kecord. Was that from the 
Communist Government in Hong Kong ? 

Mr. Fisiiman. From China. 

Senator Eastland. From China. 

Send them up, Mr. Arens, please. 

Senator Watkins. Senator Eastland, I thought we had better have 
them marked with some kind of identifying mark and receive them 
as exhibits at this time, so they won’t get lost and we will know what 
we’re talking about. 

How many pieces do you have, Mr. Fishman ? 

Mr. Fisiiman. These have been selected at random. These were not 
taken out of this morning's mail. “China Reconstructs” for example, 
comes here in quantity. These are some individual publications. 
“Peoples Democracy, a Xew Form of Political Organization of So- 
ciety.” “Socialism and Religion.” 

Senator Eastland. What country is that from ? 

Mr. Fisiiman. These two are from the Soviet Union. 

Senator Eastland. Soviet Union. 

Mr. Fisiiman. Of course, a lot of this comes from China. “May 
Day Action by the Revolutionary Proletariat.” 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Fishman, isn’t it a fact that Koji Arioshi has also 
received some of this material ? 

Mr. Fishman. That is correct. We have observed quant ities of that. 

Mr. Morris. And isn’t it a fact that Jack Kimoto, of the Honolulu 
Kecord, also receives some of this material ? 

Mr. Fishman. I have seen some for him. 

Mr. Morris. And doesn’t the ILWU Reporter receive some mail ? 

Mr. Fishman. We have seen occasional shipments for them. 

Mr. Morris. And doesn’t the Honolulu Kecord receive such mail? 

Mr. Fisiiman. I have mentioned that. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. And the secretary of the ILWU. 

Mr. Fisiiman. Some that I sa w very recently. 

Senator Eastland. What is his name ? 

Mr. Morris. Senator, I asked him that way because that’s the way 
it was sent, to the secretary of the ILWU, and there was no name 
mentioned on the parcel I saw. 

Mr. Fishman. That's right. 

Mr. Morris. How about the manager of the Honolulu Kecord ? 

Mr. Fishman. The material that I have observed has been addressed 
to various officials at the newspaper. 

Mr. Morris. And the ILWU library has received them, has it not? 

Mr. Fisiiman. That’s right. 

Senator Eastland. Now, that was propaganda to promote the cause 
of communism, wasn’t it? 
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Mr. Fishman. That’s right. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Fishman, is it a crime simply to receive this 
material from abroad? 

Mr. Fishman. I didn't get that question. 

Mr. Morris. Is it a crime, is it a violation of the Foreign Agents 
Registration Act, simply to receive this in the mail ( 

Mr. Fishman. No. 

Mr. Morris. If, however, the person receiving it in the mail dis- 
seminates it, is he violating the foreign registration act? 

Mr. Fishman. The Foreign Agents Registration Act. if I under- 
stand it, and I'm not an expert on it, is the disclosure-type statute. 
Anyone who solicits or requests or subscribes to a Communist publi- 
cation is entitled to receive it for his own use. Tf he disseminates 
the information, then he is required, under certain conditions, to 
register with the Department of Justice as an agent of a foreign 
government. Also, he is required to stamp the material which he 
subsequently issues with a stamp, disclosing the source of the informa- 
tion. The important thing that the Foreign Agents Registration Act 
requires is that the reader be made aware of the source of the infor- 
mation, so that he does not assume that it comes from any other source 
but a Soviet-bloc country. 

Mr. Morris. Thank you. Now, Mr. Chairman 

Senator Watkins. I would like to ask the witness. You described 
by title some of the material you exhibited. Now, have you given 
us the titles of all of it? 

Mr. Fishman. No. 

Senator Watkins. Will you proceed and put the rest of it in the 
record with that method? 

Mr. Fishman. The address to the Second All-Russian Congress of 
Communist Organizations of the Peoples of the East. Here is a 
booklet entitled “New Polish Publications.' 7 There are some in for- 
eign languages, which I have no translation of right at the moment. 
Czechoslovak Trade Unions; Bulgaria Today; News — A Soviet Re- 
view of World Events; another copy of that; Hungarian Review; 
Economic and Social Facts, published bv the economic and social 
department of the World Federation of Trade Unions; New Times; 
Peoples China; and Soviet Union. 

I had merely intended to complete my statement by indicating that 
most of this propaganda is directed against the United States and 
points in most glowing terms to the living and working conditions in 
the Soviet-bloc countries as contrasted with the alleged miserable 
existence in the capitalistic countries. 

Recent propaganda efforts have attempted to induce former na- 
tionals of the satellite countries, as well as displaced persons and 
immigrants, to return to the homeland. The United States has been 
accused in this propaganda of using displaced persons as spies and 
saboteurs for activities against the Soviet Union. We have considered 
such material as containing propaganda as defined in section 1 (j) of 
the Foreign Agents Registration Act, and have taken steps to control 
its distribution here. We shall continue our efforts in this connection 
within the limits of our operating budget. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman 

Senator Eastland. Now, just a minute. That was 3,000 packages. 
You got 300 in a period of 2 months. 
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Mr. Fishman. That’s right. 

Senator Eastland. You checked 10 percent over a 2-month period. 
It is 3 T otir best estimate that in a 2-month period over 3,000 packages 
came through this post office ? 

Mr. Fishman. That’s right. 

Senator Eastland. Just this one post office alone. Now, what came 
to other post offices in the Territory; you will get that information, 
but you do not have it at this time ? 

Mr. Fishman. That’s right. I will furnish that to the committee 
as soon as we have completed our study. 

Senator Eastland. It will be made available to the committee? 

Mr. Fishman. That's correct. 

Senator Eastland. Thank you, 

Mr. Morris. And we’re talking about parcels here, Mr. Fishman. 
For instance, 364 parcels contained 2,376 pieces. 

Mr. Fishman. That’s right. 

Mr. Morris. By the same estimate, if it is going to be increased by 
10 percent, it should be 23,760 pieces? 

Mr. Fishman. Then, of course, we have also observed several 
hundred parcels at mainland post offices directed here, which are not 
in those figures. 

Senator Eastland. About how many hundred would you estimate? 

Mr. Fishman. Well, we know of five-hundred-some-odd parcels in 
2 months. Probably 5,000 would be a closer estimate. 

Senator Eastland. That’s in addition. About how many pieces 
would those parcels contain ? 

Mr. Fisiiman. It is pretty hard to say. In 1 or 2 packages there 
were 50 or 60 individual copies. 

Senator Eastland. Fifty or sixty individual copies. 

Mr. Fishman. Some may have only 2 or 3 or a half dozen. 

Senator Eastland. Yes. 

Mr. Fishman. It is pretty difficult to estimate. 

Senator Eastland. Is it your best estimate that, in the period of a 
year, these people receive many thousands of copies of Communist 
propaganda directed against the United States? Here in the Terri- 
tory ? 

Mr. Fishman. I would assume so. 

Senator Eastland. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. Senator, right at this point, on this particular issue, 
we have taken the testimony today in executive session of Mr. Theodore 
Emanuel, who is the executive of the Territorial commission. Senator, 
I would like to read it into the record because it is directly in point. 
Testimony taken by Senator Welker, and I have taken it up with the 
chairman, the acting chairman and the chairman of the committee, 
Senator Butler and Senator Johnston, and I would like to read this 
into the record. 

Senator Watkins. You may do so. 

Mr. Morris (reading) : 

The subcommittee met at 2 p. m., room 16, Iolani Palace, Honolulu, T. H., Hon. 
Herman Welker presiding. 

Present: Robert Morris, chief counsel; Benjamin Mandel, research director. 

After having been duly sworn by Senator Welker, the interrogation began. 

Senator Welker. You may state your name and residence. 
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Mr. Emanuel. My name is Theodore Emanuel. I reside at 4S-615 Halekou 
Place, Kaneohe, T. H. 

Mr. Morris. Are you employed by the Territorial commission on subversion? 

Mr. Emanuel. I have been continuously employed by the Territorial commis- 
sion on subversive activities since May 1950 and as executive since 1952. 

Mr. Morris. Have you, furthermore, done any intelligence work for the 
Government? 

Mr. Emanuel. I have been engaged in intelligence work for the Federal and 
Territorial Governments most of the years since 1929, the majority of which work 
was performed in the Territory of Hawaii. 

Mr. Morris. Have you made a detailed analysis of the Honolulu Record con- 
tents from 1948 to the summer of 1952, showing conformance with the line of the 
China Monthly Review? 

Mr. Emanuel. I have : as this is. 

Mr. Morris. Senator Welker, may that go into the record at this point? 

Senator Welker. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. Have you purchased an issue of the China Monthly Review here 
in Honolulu? 

Mr. Emanuel. Yes ; I have purchased two issues of the China Monthly Review 
from the Corner Liquor Store. The July 1951 issue and the August 1951 issue. 

Mr. Morris. When did you make these purchases? 

Mr. Emanuel. I purchased the August issue on September 20, 1951 ; I pur- 
chased the July issue in August 1951, the exact date not recalled. I purchased 
the copies from Wilfred Oka — 

who was one of the witnesses here today. 

Senator Welker. No further questions. 

Whereupon, at 2 : 10 the committee recessed. 

Now, Senator, these are the two issues referred to in the testimony 
now in the record. 

Mr. Fishman, that is directly a violation of the Foreign Agents 
Registration Act, is it not? 

Mr. Fishman. The dissemination of propaganda material, without 
indicating the source, comes within the Foreign Agents Registration 
Act. 

Senator Eastland. In other words, they have got to stamp it as 
Communist propaganda? 

Mr. Fishman. So as to give the reader an opportunity to evaluate it. 

Senator Eastland. As a matter of fact, from the volume of this 
mail, it is evident that it is received here for the purpose of dissemi- 
nation, isn’t it? 

Mr. Fishman. That would appear to be. 

Senator Eastland. Why, of course. And to be used against our 
country. 

Mr. Fishman. That is right. 

Mr. Morris. Senator, may I submit the two exhibits to Mr. Fish- 
man and ask him if it is stamped as it should lie stamped. 

Mi*. Arens, will you show this to Mr. Fishman, please? 

Senator Watkins. One of the clerks of the committee will exhibit 
to you these two copies just referred to in the statement by Mr. Morris, 
our counsel. 

Examine them and tell us whether or not they are the ones. 

Mr. Fishman. There is no stamp in the publications, as suggested 
or required by the Foreign Agents Registration Act. 

Senator Watkins. Those were the two exhibits that were handled 
in executive session? 

Mr. Fishman. Yes. China Monthly Review. 
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Senator Watkins. They will be made a part of the exhibits in this 
case, or in this hearing. 

(The copies of the China Review above referred to were numbered 
“Exhibit No. 391 and 391-A” and were transmitted to the Department 
of Justice as hereafter directed.) 

Senator Eastland. All right now. Mr. Chairman, I want to get the 
authority of this committee to transmit that material to the Depart- 
ment of Justice for proper legal action, in the record of our committee. 

Senator Watkins. Do you want to do it in executive session or right 
here ? 

Senator Eastland. 1 want to do it right now. 

Senator Watkins. The Chair will state to the committee that Sena- 
tor Eastland, the chairman of this committee and of the parent 
committee, the Judiciary Committee of the United States Senate, re- 
quests authority of this committee to transmit to the Deparment of 
Justice the exhibit just referred to. 

Is there any objection to such transmission ? 

Senator Johnston. No objection. 

Senator Watkins. Senator Butler, Senator Welker. 

Senator Welker. No objection. 

Senator Butler. No objection. 

Senator Watkins. Senator Johnston. Senator Eastland. 

Senator Eastland. I vote “aye.” 

Senator Watkins. And I vote “aye.” You have that authority and 
you may so transmit these documents. 

You may proceed with the examination. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Fishman, do you have any knowledge that the 
Honolulu Record is sent from Honolulu to any other places? 

Mr. Fishman. That is a function, of course, which does not come 
within our jurisdiction, but I have, as you know, spent some time over 
in the post office here in Honolulu, and it has come to my attention that 
issues of the Honolulu Record have been sent to such countries as 
Czechoslovakia, China, India, Hong Kong, Shanghai. 

Senator Watkins. Were those single issues or was there some 
volume ? 

Mr. Fishman. The discovery of the information came from people 
who are handling the material. They weren’t certain ; they felt that 
several copies at least were contained in each article that was mailed. 
But we did not keep statistics because these mailings require the pur- 
chase of postage stamps and no record is made of how much of it is 
actually exported. This is entirely based on information obtained 
from official channels. 

Mr. Morris. Does that violate any law you know of, Mr. Fishman? 

Mr. Fishman. I may very well touch on the Foreign Agents Reg- 
istration Act. That’s a matter which I would prefer the Foreign 
Agents Registration Section of the Department of Justice to consider. 

Senator Welker. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question? 

Senator Watkins. Senator Welker. 

Senator Welker. From the information you received from the 
agent handling the pieces of literature, were you informed that the 
stamp required by the foreign agents registration act had been placed 
thereon ? 
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Mr. Fishman. I asked specifically. There was no stamp at all on 
any of the material mailed. 

Senator Welker. And in your opinion, that is a violation of the 
Foreign Agents Registration Act? 

Mr. Fishman. As I say, it would be a personal thing; I am not an 
expert on the act. The Justice Department 

Senator Welker. I am asking you for your opinion. 

Mr. Fishman. I think so. 

Mr. Morris. Senator, at this point, I think I would like to recall 
some past testimony before this subcommittee. We had a man testify 
before this committee who has been until February of this year one of 
the top Polish Communists. He was the propagandist for the Polish 
Government, and he was in charge of anti-American propaganda, and 
he testified, Senators, before the committee that the most effective 
propaganda used by the Polish Communist Government in their 
broadcasts to the Polish people was Communist propaganda imported 
from the United States, because it could be presented to the 
Polish people, not as Polish Communist propaganda, but as 
American propaganda, as American literary output, and in line with 
that he said that the publication of the United Electrical, Radio, Ma- 
chine Workers of America and the Labor Research Association, in 
particular, were most effective for their own propagandizing purposes. 

And for that reason, Senators, it is important, according to his 
testimony, that American Communist propaganda be turned over 
to foreign countries and be mailed to foreign countries. 

Senator Watkins. You have made your statement. Proceed. 

Mr. Morris. Is there anything else now, Mr. Fishman, that you are 
prepared to tell us about here today? 

Mr. Fishman. No. I plan to, as I have said, submit additional 
information to the committee as soon as it is completed. Right at 
this moment I have nothing else to report. 

Senator Watkins. The committee, of course, will be in session from 
time to time upon this particular inquiry. The books, I mean the rec- 
ords and files of the committee on this particular investigation will not 
be closed. So that additional information from time to time can be 
sought and obtained by the committee. 

We appreciate very much you coming here and the statement you 
have rendered. And we wili expect further information as you ac- 
quire it. 

Mr. Fishman. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Morris. I would like. Senator, to thank Mr. Fishman too, be- 
cause he has come a long distance and with very short notice. 

Senator Watkins. You may call your next witness. 

Mr. Morris. I think we will finish the interrogation of Mr. Rolir- 
bougli. 

Senator Watkins. Mr. Rohrbough will please come to the stand. 

TESTIMONY OF EDWARD ROHRBOU&H — Resinned 

Mr. Morris. Senator Watkins, during the last session you asked that 
we produce the statement required by the act of August 24, 1912, as 
amended by subsequent acts, showing the ownership, management, and 
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circulation of the Honolulu Record, published in Honolulu for the year 
ending October 1, 1955. And I have it here, Senator. 

It indicates the editor is Ivoji Arioshi, who was 1 of the 7 defendants. 

And I think, Senator, rather than read the whole thing, may it all go 
into the record ? 

It indicates that Edward Rohrbough is one of the holders of stock, 
as well as Mr. Murin, who preceded Mr. Rohrbough on the witness 
stand. 

Senator Watkins. I suggest that this will be received in the record, 
and I suggest the witness now be given an opportunity to refresh his 
recollection, and maybe he will be willing to testify when he knows he 
has already been making public statements, or at least statements have 
been made' by this paper indicating that he is one of the owners. Now, 
he ought to be given the opportunity to explain that. If he isn't the 
person named, he ought to be able to say so. 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Senator Watkins. I think we ought to connect this now and give 
him an opportunity to take a look at the exhibit, if he wants to answer 
the questions, rather than claim the privilege of the fifth amendment. 

I ask the witness to examine the copy here, and the material marked, 
that has now been placed in the record, the statement with respect to the 
ownership and management of the newspaper as required by the postal 
regulations and by law. 

(The witness examined the documents.) 

Senator Watkins. The documents to which I refer are copies of 
the Honolulu Record. 

Now, Mr. Rohrbough, you have examined — noted these exhibits, 
have you ? 

Mr .Rohrbough. Yes, sir. 

Senator Watkins. Do you recognize the exhibits as copies of the 
Honolulu Record? 

Mr. Rohrbough. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds 
of the first and fifth amendments. 

Senator Watkins. Did you note that your name appears in that 
statement as one of the owners, stockholders ? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Rohrbough. Same answer. 

Senator Watkins. Same answer. 

The exhibits will be received in the record, and the witness will be 
directed to answer the question. I rule that the matter of immunity 
is not involved in this situation at the present time. 

(The issue of the Honolulu Record referred to above was marked 
“Exhibit No. 392"' and was placed in the subcommittee files.) 

Mr. Rohrbough. I refuse to answer on the same ground. 

Senator Eastland. You understand that you will probably be cited 
for contempt of the United States Senate if you don’t answer that 
question ; don't you ? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Rohrbough. I still stand on the same constitutional grounds. 

Senator Watkins. The record is made. That’s it. And it will be 
taken care of in due time. If the authorities who investigate this 
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matter think it constitutes ground for contempt, they will proceed. 
The record will stand as it is in any event. 

Mr. Morris. Senator Watkins, I notice that this is the report for 
the 8th of October 1955. 

Will you, Mr. Rohrbough, supply for the committee the 1950 state- 
ment and the 1954 statement? I am asking you now to literally pro- 
duce the statements. That’s all. 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Rohrbougii. Same answer, on the fifth amendment. 

Senator Watkins. You refuse to reproduce — to produce the state- 
ment for the times called for by counsel for the committee? 

Mr. Rohrbougii. On the grounds of the first and fifth, amendments; 
yes. 

Mr. Morris. Senator Watkins, I might point out that this is a state- 
ment required by the Territorial commission. And the information 
that we desire from this particular witness, even though we may get 
it possibly from other sources — we have not been able to get it thus 
far — is required by the committee at (his time. 

Senator Watkins. I suggest that subpenas be issued for the proper 
officials of the Record, and that we can get the identification from 
them. If it happens to be the witness who is before us, then we can 
proceed in a little different way. 

Mr. Morris. Senator, we have here in our records a statement of 
the Honolulu Record Publishing Co., Ltd., statement of stockowner- 
ship, at the close of business August 31, 1955. which indicates that 
there were 8,602 shares owned. According to this, 7,361 shares — 
7,386, the whole amount, were owned by Mr. Rohrbough, the witness 
on the stand here now. 

Is that an accurate statement, Mr. Rohrbough? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Rohrbough. I take the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Morris. Are you the Edward Rohrbough whose name appears 
on that stock list ? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Rohrbough. I refuse to answer that on the grounds of the 
first and fifth amendments. 

Senator Eastland. If the statement that counsel made is not ac- 
curate, please tell us in which particular it is not accurate. 

Mr. Rohrbougii. I will stand on the same constitutional ground. 

Senator Watkins. I suggest that other officials of this newspaper, 
and employees, until we get someone who is willing to testify, be 
brought in here and we get this matter cleared up. We should find 
out first of all if the witness now before us is the same person as 
named in the statement in the exhibits. I mean the statement with 
respect to ownership and management. Find out from them if he 
has any connection with this newspaper. Of course, he has claimed 
if he admits, or if he answers the question truthfully and honestly, 
I should put it that way, that he might incriminate himself. And he 
has said that, and that’s the reason he is claiming the protection 
of the fifth amendment. But that doesn’t preclude us from placing 
squarely in the record, from witnesses who are not unwilling to 
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testify, who the manager is, who is responsible for the publishing of 
that newspaper. In other words, we don’t have to rely on this wit- 
ness alone and we should subpena the other people. And that will 
take a little time. And I suggest, and I think that was ordered this 
morning, and I hope that they did subpena some of the other em- 
ployees down there. Let’s find out this great mysterious thing about 
this newspaper, what the answer is. 

Proceed. 

Mr. Morris. As a matter of fact, Mr. Eohrbough, the United Pub- 
lic Workers, the union, the United Public Workers owns some shares 
of stock in the Honolulu Kecord, does it not? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Eohrbough. I refuse to answer that on the same grounds. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Yugo Okubo is a stockholder, is he not? In fact, 
he owns ?>54 shares, does he not? 

Mr. Eohrbough. 1 refuse to answer that on the same grounds. 

Mr. Morris. And after you, he is the second largest stockholder, 
is he not ? 

Mr. Eohrbough. I didn’t hear that. 

Mr. Morris. And after you, Mr. Okubo, Yugo Okubo is the second 
largest stockholder? 

Mr. Eohrbough. I refuse to answer that, on the same grounds. 

Mr. Morris. Senators, Mr. Okubo is one of the subsequent wit- 
nesses here today. 

The ILWU is a bondholder, is it not, of the Honolulu Eecord? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Eohrbough. I refuse to answer that, on the same grounds. 

Senator Watkins. Do you know who the manager of the Honolulu 
Eecord is? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Eohrbough. I refuse to answer that 

Senator Watkins. I asked you if you knew. I didn’t ask you to 
tell us. Do you know ? 

Mr. Eohrbough. I refuse to answer that on the grounds of the first 
and fifth amendments. 

Senator Eastland. Now wait a minute. Did you say “the first 
amendment”? 

Mr. Eohrbough. The first and fifth amendments. 

Senator Eastland. Oh, I see. First and fifth. 

Senator Watkins. That’s the same type of question that was called 
to your attention this morning. I am not asking you to disclose 
what you know; I merely want the facts. I merely want to know 
if you do know. Naturally, the next question would be “All right, 
tell,” but that would be a matter that you might claim would incrimi- 
nate you. But what you know is in your own mind. I don’t see 
how on earth you could be prosecuted or be put in jeopardy for that. 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Eohrbough. A little knowledge, sir, can be a very dangerous 
thing. 

Senator Watkins. What is that? 
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Mr. Rohrbougii. A little knowledge, sir, can be a very dangerous 
thing in these times. I refuse to answer on the grounds — on the same 
grounds. 

Senator Watkins. You are directed — you refuse to answer. Ton 
are directed now, for the purpose of this record, ordered and directed 
to answer the question that I asked you. 

Do you know who the manager of this newspaper is? 

Mr. Koiirbougii. I refuse to answer that on the grounds of the 
first and fifth amendments. 

Senator Watkins. All right; the record has been made. 

Proceed. 

Mr. Morris. A 2-minute recess, Senator, please, for the reporter. 

Senator Watkins. The committee will not actually be in^ recess. 
We will suspend the examination for 2 minutes. That doesn't mean 
that there should be disturbance in the room. Please keep your seats. 

(A short break was taken in the proceedings.) 

Senator Watkins. The committee will be in order. 

We will now resume the examination of the witness. 

Mr. Morris. You have been the distributor, have you not, for the 
China Weekly Review and the China Monthly Review, you— the 
Honolulu Record, I mean. Excuse me. 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Rohrbougii. I refuse to answer that on the grounds of the first 
and fifth amendments. 

Mr. Morris. I would like to show you a subscription blank, which 
will be identified by Mr. Mandel, Senator. It purportedly comes 
from the September 1952 issue of the Review, purchased here in Hono- 
lulu, which indicates that the Honolulu Record, 811 Sheridan Street, 
Honolulu, T. H., is the distributor of the Review, as they say, “in 
foreign countries,” in China. I would like to show that to the witness. 

Will somebody take that up to him? Mr. Mandel, will you take 
that up, please? 

(The document was handed to the witness.) 

Mr. Morris. Pardon. Did you answer the question? 

Mr. Roiirbough. I saw it. I didn't know I was asked a question. 

Mr. Morris. Oh. That subscription blank indicates that the Hono- 
lulu Record is the distributor of the China Monthly Review. Was 
that a fact? 

Mr. Rohrbougii. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds 
of the first and fifth amendments. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Mandel, will you identify that as a document 
having come from the — as a result of our having served the subpena 
on the Territorial commission? 

Mr. Mandel. This subscription blank comes from the files of the 
Territorial commission, whose records have been subpenaed by the 
Senate Internal Security Subcommittee. 

Senator Watkins. And was that received in response to the sub- 
pena ? 

Mr. Mandel. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. May it go into the record at this point, Senator? 

Senator Watkins. The exhibit may be received into the record. 
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(The subscription blank referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 3D3” 
and is reproduced below :) 

Exhibit 393 



Mr. Morris. Senator, I would like to draw attention to the fact 
that much of the information and evidence that we have with respect 
to this subject, the China Monthly Review and the Honolulu Record, 
is all in that 3- and 4-page memorandum that we have previously put 
into the record, Senator. 

Mr. Rohrbough, are you presently a Communist ? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Rohrbough. I refuse to answer that, on the ground of the fifth 
amendment. 

Mr. Morris. Have you been a secret member of the executive board 
of the Communist Party in Honolulu? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Rohrbough. I refuse to answer that, on the ground of the fifth 
amendment. 

Senator Watkins. Have you been a secret member or otherwise of 
the board as mentioned by counsel ? 
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(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Roihibough. I refuse to answer that on the ground of the fifth 
amendment. 

Mr. Morris. Have you been a consultant for the Committee for the 
Democratic Far Eastern Policy ? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Roiirbougii. I refuse to answer that on the grounds of the 
first and fifth amendments. 

Mr. Morris. Were you elected as one of the delegates from the 18th 
precinct to the Democratic Party Convention in 19f>4 ? 

(The witness consults with liis counsel.) 

Mr. Rohrbough. I refuse to answer that on the grounds of the 
first and fifth amendments. 

Mr. Morris. Have you written for the publication PM ? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Roiirbougii. I refuse to answer that on the grounds of the 
first and fifth amendments. 

Senator Watkins. The objection with respect to the first amend- 
ment is overruled. 

Sir. Morris. Senator, in the interest of brevity, may I just state that 
we have information and evidence that the witness here today has con- 
tributed to the Daily Peoples World, a Communist newspaper, New 
Masses, and Salute. 

Is that an accurate statement, Sir. Kohrbough? 

Sir. Roiirbough. I think you mentioned three papers. 

Sir. SIorris. Yes. The Daily Peoples World. 

Sir. Roiirbougii. And you mentioned another one. 

Sir. SIorris. New Slasses and Salute. 

Sir. Kohrbough. How do you spell that — Salute? 

Sir. SIorris. S-a-l-u-t-e. 

How about the first two, Sir. Rohrbough ? 

Sir. Rohrbough. I will decline to answer the question on all three 
papers on the grounds of the first and fifth amendments. 

Senator Watkins. You understand the committee does not recog- 
nize the validity of any objection with respect to the first amendment. 
However, you have the right under the fifth amendment to claim im- 
munity. Under proper questioning, and in this particular case, I 
think probably you have the right to claim the protection of the fifth 
amendment. 

Sir. SIorris. Under what circumstances did Gerald Tannebaum be- 
come a stockholder in the Honolulu Record Publishing Co. ? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Roiirbougii. I refuse to answei that question on the ground it 
may tend to — on the grounds of the first and fifth amendments. 

Sir. SIorris. Senators, Senator Welker put into the record of the 
executive sessions this analysis of the Honolulu Record, done by the 
Territorial commission, backed by Sir. Theodore Emanuel, executive. 
May that go into the public record at this time, Senator? 

Senator Watkins. It may do so. 

(The analysis referred to above was marked “Exhibit No. 394'’ and 
reads as follows:) 
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Exhibit No. 394 
China Monthly Review 

This publication is of particular interest because of the indictment of its 
publisher, John William Powell, in April 1950 for violation of the wartime 
sedition statute. 

In various issues of the China Monthly Review published in Red China during 
the Korean war it named the Honolulu Record, Sll Sheridan Street, Honolulu, 
T. H. as one of the distributors of the Review in foreign countries. 

The weekly Honolulu Record announced in its columns of March 15, 1951, 
that subscriptions to the China Monthly Review were being accepted by it. 

Advertisements in the Honolulu Record on May IT and September 20, 1951, 
and on March 6, 1952, offered the Red China publication for sale. One adver- 
tisement stated that the magazine could be purchased at the Corner Liquor 
Store and Magazine Shop, 1042 Bethel Street, Honolulu. This shoi> was then 
and still is operated by Wilfred M. Oka, a columnist for the Honolulu Record 
who has been identified as having been a member of the Communist Party. 
Copies of the China Monthly Review were in fact displayed and sold at Oka’s 
shop. 

A critical analysis of the content of the Honolulu Record during the period 
July 7, 1950, through July 27, 1953, indicates that its news items and editorial 
comment concerning the Korean war and Red China closely parallels that of 
the China Monthly Review. 

The Federal indictment of Powell and two associate editors, who had returned 
to the United States after the China Monthly Review suspended publication 
at the end of the Korean war, charges that “they did conspire, combine, con- 
federate, and agree together and with their unnamed coconspirators,” in pub- 
lishing and distributing the Review: 

“(a) willfully to make and convey false reports and false statements * * * in 
issues of the said ‘China Monthly Review’ * * * with intent to interfere with 
the operation and success of the military and naval forces of the United States 
and to promote the success of its enemies, namely, the said North Korean Com- 
munists and Chinese Communists”, and 

“(b) willfully to cause and to attempt to cause insubordination, disloyalty, 
mutiny and refusal of duty in the military and naval forces of the United States”, 
and 

“(c) willfully to obstruct the recruiting and enlistment service of the United 
States” and “to induce persons who would be available and eligible for recruiting 
and enlistment in the military and naval forces of the United States, to fail and 
refuse to enlist for service therein, and to induce persons who would be liable 
for military and naval service under the laws of the United States to refuse to 
submit to registration and selection for such service”. 

Available information indicates that Koji Ariyoshi, editor of the Honolulu 
Record and one of the “Hawaii 7” convicted for violation of the Smith Act, and 
Edward Rohrbougli, feature writer of the Honolulu Record and secretary- 
treasurer of its publishing company, were in the China theater during 1944-46. 
Ariyoshi was operating as a member of the United States Army observation 
unit in Yenan, while Rohrbougli was attached to the United States Office of War 
Information and operated in the Chungking area. John W. Powell was in the 
Chungking area during the period June 16, 1943, through December 1, 1945. 
Other individuals who have been identified in hearings of the Internal Security 
Subcommittee who were in the Chungking area at the same time are Gerald 
Tannebaum. who was attached to the United States Army Information and 
Education Division, and William H. Hinton, with the United States Office of 
War Information. 

In the latter part of 1945, Rohrbougli left the O. W. I. in Shanghai, and re- 
mained in China to cover the civil war. The masthead of the “China Weekly 
Review” (forerunner of the “China Monthly Review”), dated April 20, 1946, 
contains the names of the since deceased J. B. Powell (father of John W. Powell), 
as editor and publisher, and also lists John W. Powell and Edward Rohrbougli. 
Articles under the byline of Edward Rohrbough appeared in the March 23, 
April 6, April 20, and May 18, 1946, issues of the China Weekly Review. 

Gerald Tannebaum was separated from the United States Army in Shanghai 
on May 19, 1946, and remained in China. He later became executive director 
of the China Welfare Fund, under the Red regime, and secretary to Madame Sun 
Yat-Sen, vice chairman of the present Communist Government of China. Tanne- 
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baurn was instrumental in placing Joan Hinton, an atomic scientist (formerly at 
the University of Chicago and Los Alamos), in a position in Red China. 

When a corporation was formed in Hawaii in 1948 to publish the Honolulu 
Record, Tannebaum was listed as an initial stockholder. The corporation’s sub- 
sequent sworn statements of ownership have continued to list Tannebaum, at a 
Shanghai address, as a stockholder. 

With respect to the activities of William H. Hinton in Soviet China, this 
subcommittee has made an extensive analysis of his experiences there. The 
results of this analysis have been incorporated into a speech delivered by our 
chairman on the Senate floor on May 10, of this year. Senator Eastland entitled 
his speech “The Autobiography of a Traitor.” 

Further inquiry would appear to be in order with respect to the circulation of 
the China Monthly Review 7 in Hawaii during the Korean war to determine 
whether Edward Rohrbough, Wilfred M. Oka and others may have violated the 
wartime sedition statute or other Federal law 7 . 

Mr. Morris. Senator, Mr. Manclel has about 7 or 8 documents that 
I would like to enter into the public record at this time. If he iden- 
tifies them properly, will you accept them in the record, Mr. Chair- 
man ? They bear on this particular subject. 

Senator Watkins. Are you going to read them, or at least the titles 
of them ? 

Mr. Mandel. Yes, sir. 

Senator Watkins. You may do so. 

Mr. Mandel. An article by Edward Rohrbough entitled “Shantung 
badly in need of medical aid in spite of Communist efforts,” the China 
Weekly Review, March 28, 1916. “Currency battle in Communist-held 
areas during war recounted,” by Edward Rohrbough, China Weekly 
Review, April 6, 1946. “General recalls long war in northeast. 
Opposes one party Kuomintang rule,” by Edward Rohrbough, China 
Weekly Review, April 20, 1946. “Communist troops, unlike American 
GEs, strongly averse to demobilization,” by Edward Rohrbough, 
China Weekly Review, May 18, 1946. Table of contents of the “China 
Weekly Review,” April 20, 1946. “The Far East Spotlight,” official 
organ fov the Committee for a Democratic Far Eastern Policy,” which 
has been cited as subversive by the Attorney General, shows Edward 
Rohrbough as a consultant of the committee, together with Ivoji 
Arioshi. 

(The articles listed above, together with the table of contents of the 
two publications were marked “Exhibits 895 to 895-E.”) 

Exhibit No. 395 

[The China Weekly Review, March 23, 1946, p. 72] 

Shantung Badly in Need of Medical Aid in Spite of Communist Efforts 
(By Edward Rohrbough) 

Fifteen million people of the southern half of Shantung Province have only 
three hospitals, but they’re not hospitals like anything Americans know. Oper- 
ations are performed at the hospital, but there is never housing space for patients, 
so they are farmed out into private homes where doctors and nurses visit them 
periodically. 

Those are the findings of Drs. Han Li-min and Wang Shiao-fang, of CNRRA and 
Dr. Herbert K. Abrams, of UNRRA, who are now in this capital of the provincial 
government of the liberated area of Shantung studying health conditions with a 
view toward implementing the relief work of their organizations in the area. 

The type of village hospital the doctors have found is ail outgrowth of wartime 
conditions in the liberated area. The government, the army, the doctors, and the 
people never knew when a Jap mopping-up campaign might he directed their way, 
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so they could not establish permanent centers of any sort, not even for sick and 
wounded. Doctors and patients had to be ready to move on at a moment’s notice, 
and they had to expect that they might even be surprised so that camouflage 
would be their only protection. Nowhere did the Japs wage more brutal warfare 
against the civilian populations than in the liberated area. So if the Japs did 
come too fast, every effort was made to conceal the evidences of the hospital’s 
existence and the patients just hoped the Japs would remain ignorant of the 
presence of an anti- Jap organization under their noses. 

The three hospitals now in operation are the Provincial Hospital at Lin-I, 
another government hospital at Chu Hsien, near the Tsingtao-Tsinan Railroad, 
and the new 4th Army Hospital at Wangchiao about 20 li west of Lan-I. After 
visiting the Provincial and the New 4th Army Hospitals, the doctors say both are 
primitive and poorly supplied with medicines. There are no sulfa drugs and 
penicillin is something the doctors have heard about. Operating rooms are 
equipped with a few old surgical instruments and the Provincial Hospital has a 
fluoroscope that was captured from the Japs. 

Capable doctors are even scarcer in this liberated area than facilities, the relief 
doctors say, though the New 4th Army’s medical program here is headed by Dr. 
Tsui Yi-tien, a graduate of Mukden University and a veteran of Chinese Red 
Cross work with the New 4th when it was part of the Chinese National Army. 
His staff consists of seven graduate doctors and several nurses. The Provincial 
Hospital is headed by a man whose medical studies were never completed because 
of the war and the hospital has no graduate doctors for there are none in Lin-I 
though the population of the city is 40,000. It does have 5 trained nurses and 
1 graduate pharmacist, all of whom were educated at Chi-Loo University. 

In spite of inadequacies, the hospitals do what they can toward fighting disease 
in their surrounding areas. The New 4th Army Hospital is primarily for the 
troops, but it treats everyone who needs medical care as well as it can. It has 
300 patients scattered among four villages where they are housed, according to 
the custom, in homes of friendly peasants. 

The Provincial Hospital has a ‘’mobile” medical unit of five persons, trained 
in simple remedies and first aid, who travel to surrounding villages on bicycles 
and mules. 

The medical authorities are taking steps to educate as many medical workers 
as possible. The new fourth Army operates a military medical school in Lin-I 
with some (10 students who will receive 3 years of medical training. Already the 
school has trained 1,500 public-health workers and 100 students in the villages 
in a 4-month course consisting of first aid, sanitation, and elementary medical 
care. In the Provincial Hospital, 20 boys and girls are learning first aid and 
simple hospital procedure. Health education is one of the most important 
courses in the primary and middle schools and the public-health authorities plan 
to bring 50 rural students to Lin-I shortly to begin a 1-year course in public 
health. The Communist Party has issued a directive to mass workers in the 
rural sections to establish 2-month courses in public health, and in Lin-I a 
cooperative drugstore will be established soon. 

But the relief doctors agree that all these efforts are quite inadequate for the 
control of the major medical problems of the area which are malnutrition 
tuberculosis, kala-azar, malaria, and other infectious diseases, Kala-azar, caused 
by a protozoan germ called Leishmania and spread by the sandfly, claims a 20- 
percent or greater mortality. The death rate from tuberculosis is very hierli 
though no figures are available. Tuberculosis of the bones and joints, as well as 
of the lungs, is common. 

Fifty percent of the newborn infants die and one of the common causes of 
the death of infants is tetanus, due to lack of proper aseptic care during child- 
birth, but no vaccines are available to the people. 

This area has always been deficient in medical skill and facilities, the doc- 
tors say, as in prewar days there was only one hospital in the area, that one 
having been operated by the Presbyterian mission at Lin-I. Eight years of war 
have intensified deficiencies in spite of the efforts of the Communist government. 

CNRRA, with the aid of UNRRA, hopes to assist in the rehabilitation of hos- 
pitals and to establish some where there have been none before. Modern medi- 
cines will be imported in greater quantities when the plans are complete. The 
first CNRRA convoy of supplies to Lin-I, which brought the doctors, included in 
its cargo some 3 tons of medical supplies and a quantity of powdered milk 
which will be distributed to the hospitals now in operation. 
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Exhibit No. 395-A 

[The China Weekly Review, April G, 1946, p. 115] 

Currency Battle in Communist-Held Areas During War Recounted 
(By Edward Rolirbough) 

Lin-i, Shantung. — When the Chinese coalition government is finally assured, 
there will be no currency war between anti- Japanese currency issued by the 
Chinese Communists and the Chinese National currency of the Central Govern- 
ment. That is the opinion of Shieh Mu-chiao, head of the economic department 
of the Shantung provincial government of the liberated area. 

Shieh, who became an expert in economic warfare through years of experience 
at holding back the tide of Wang Ching-wei paper into Shantung and at building 
the strength of the local currency, thinks both currencies used now in China 
must be redeemed by a new one, to be determined by the coalition government, 
which will have gold or silver as a basis and wilich will remove the economic 
problems created by China’s numerous inflationary crises. When that new cur- 
rency has been established, the Communists will no longer back their money with 
cotton and cereals as in the past and the vast quantities of Central Government 
paper will be reduced to a stable proportion, Shieh says. 

FLOOD OF CAPTURED CNC 

The economists of this area fought the currency war against the Japs perhaps 
even more successfully than they fought the war of the battlefields. Shieh, 
who has had an important part in that warfare, knows the story intimately. 

The Communists had begun to print anti- Japanese currency in 1941, backing 
the money with stores of cotton and cereals, but it was not until 1943 that the 
need for pushing that currency became imperative. It was then that the Japs 
began sending large quantities of captured CNC paper into the area to buy up 
materials, leaving the people with shortages of raw materials and lots of worth- 
less paper. 

Shields figures, based on the index figure of 100 indicating the worthlessness 
of that paper, follow : 

Chinese national currency 


1936 100 

1942 964 

1943 4,707 

1944 28, 01S 


The Communists tried many methods of fixing prices, but all failed as the Japs 
increased their offers. So the Communists began to take more extreme steps 
and those were eventually successful. First, they conducted a wide-scale propa- 
ganda campaign encouraging people to take CNC back into Jap-occupied areas 
to buy materials for importation back into the liberated area. Next, they pro- 
hibited the circulation of CNC and cracked down on black markets and in 3 
months they had reduced the inflationary prices to one-half of what they had 
been in July 1943. Their own currency had been exchanged for CNC at 1 for 1, 
but now it began to be the only legal tender. 

But the lowering of prices was too rapid and the local industries suffered 
and the economists say they would have to stabilize prices by economic methods. 
They decided upon three principles. First, expenditures by the government must 
not depend upon paper issues with no backing. Second, so far as possible, 
government expenditures must be used as capital to further production. Third, 
one-lialf the issue must be used for buying reserves of cotton and cereals for 
stabilizing the currency. 

PUPPET MONEY NEW FACTOR 

By following those principles, they felt they would be able to guarantee their 
money, and to maintain a ratio of superiority over CNC. By increasing produc- 
tion, they increased the demand for anti-Jap currency and, by controlling sev- 
eral important items, notably salt and peanut oil, they further increased the 
demand for their money inasmuch as CNC was prohibited. Puppet money was 
beginning to be a factor and the Communists applied the same principles 
against it. 

A quick change in the currency ratios indicated their success. In the summer 
of 1943, anti-Jap money had been 1 for 1 with CNC. By winter it was 1 for 5. 
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Anti- Jap money had been S for 1 with puppet money but by winter it was down 
to 1 y 2 for 1. 

The change sucked in a lot of speculators who thought anti-Jap money was 
not here to stay. 

PKICES CONTROLLED 

Shieh says this tirst victory taught the Communists the importance of control 
of raw materials in price fixing. When prices got too high, the Communists sold 
their cotton and grain low and brought them down. When prices were too low, 
the Communists withheld their materials and prices came up. 

That victory was only the beginning and Shieh’s figures comparing subsequent 
ratios of anti- Jap money with puppet currency show those that followed. 



Anti-Jap 

money 

Wang Ching- 
wei money 

1943 

1 

1 

8 

1944 — January _ . 

1.5 

June. . 

1 

1. 1 
1 

December 

.10 

1945— January _ .... 

. 15 

1 

August 

.03 

1 



After the Jap surrender no price at all was quoted by Communists. 

CRB DEPRECIATION SHOWN 

Shieh’s figures showing proportionate inflation are : 



Anti- Jap 
money 

Wang Ching- 
wei money 

August 1943.. 

160 

4, 570 
100 

January 1944 _ 

100 



Other factors beside the direct currency war affected inflation of both Com- 
munist and puppet currencies of course. But though Shieh didn’t say so directly, 
his point seems to be that CNC generally proved to be much less stable than 
Communist money and even less stable than puppet money until the defeat of 
Japan. lie hasn’t any figures on CNC inflation during the latter years of the 
war because Shantung was too far distant from the Central Government area for 
the existence of any kind of black market, once the Japs quit trying to push their 
captured money into the area. 

After the Jap surrender, Shieh says both Communist and Kuomintang groups 
in Shantung saw that puppet money would disappear and both strove to replace 
the Wang Ching-wei money with their own, but Ho Su-yuan, the Kuomintang 
governor at Tsinan, took an unexpected step in redeeming puppet money at 1 for 1 
with CNC and by selling confiscated Jap stores at low prices. The Japs were 
selling stores that hadn’t been confiscated, Shieh says, in an effort to get back 
as much puppet money as possible so they won’t have to redeem it when repara- 
tions are due. Whatever the object of Hu’s manipulations, Shieh says they 
had the obvious effect of maintaining the puppet government after the surrender 
and of assisting Japan to evade part of her future responsibility for wartime 
exploitation of China. 

SYSTEM DANGEROUS 

Faced with this situation, the Communists went back to their old practice 
of pushing puppet money back into the Kuomintang areas and bringing out 
purchased materials. Shieh says that though CNC got a wider circulation, Ho’s 
policy helped the Communists to get rid of all the remaining puppet money 
still floating around their area. His figures indicate the sum was considerable 
for he says the population of 10 million of the area bad an average of $5,000 
apiece so that $50 billion in puppet dollars went into Kuomintang areas to buy 
commodities at an even rate <>f exchange with CNC. 

Shieh thinks the currency war will be of only historic interest in China once 
a secure peace and a coalition government have been established, but he does 
not recommend the adoption of raw materials as backing for the new currency 
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which is to serve all China. He says that such an economy would be dangerous 
in any other sort of government than the one that exists here for it would be too 
easy for powerful capitalists to corner all the raw materials and control the 
currency and the country at the expense of the people. 


Exhibit No. 395-B 

[The China Weekly Review, April 20, 1940, p. 163] 

General Recalls Long War in Northeast, Opposes One-Party Kuomintang 

Rule 

(By Edward Rohrbough) 

Lin-I, Shantung. — “Do you think the right of governing Manchuria should 
be taken over by you who gave Manchuria up?’' 

That’s the question Gen. Chou Pao-chung would like to ask those Kuomintang 
luminaries who are prepared to rush troops and officials into Manchuria to 
take over government and administration as soon as the Soviet troops move 
out. General Chou, it would seem, has right to ask the question. He has led 
the Anti-Japanese Army of northeast Manchuria through 14 years of war. In 
an interview with a reporter of the New China News Agency, General Chou 
has much to say of the days in the early thirties when Manchurian patriots 
got frightened reprimands rather than help from the Central Government in 
their efforts to fight the Japanese in their country. He recalls that people got 
tossed into jail in those days for singing songs about marching to Manchuria, 
and he remembers that the Central Government once was quite willing to let 
the Japs keep Manchuria so long as they did not invade the rest of China. 

ON E-PART A' RULE OPPOSED 

He is not bitter. On the contrary, he thinks Central Government officials 
and Central Government troops should come to Manchuria to help the people 
reconstruct the country and form a democratic government. But he thinks 
the Manchurian people who have fought the Japs should have an important 
voice in the selection of those officials and he thinks the officials must not 
be merely representatives of the Kuomintang Party. If they were all Kuomin- 
tang men, General Chou is afraid the Manchurian people would get the idea 
someone was trying to put them under a one-party dictatorship and he says 
the people have had enough of dictatorships in the past 14 years to last them 
a long time. 

General Chou believes he knows the desires of the Manchurian people pretty 
well, for he says they have established a duly elected representative local gov- 
ernment and that they voice their opinions freely. 

LONG STRUGGLE RECALLED 

In his interview, General Chou tells for the first time the story of the 
struggle the Manchurian people carried on against the Japs during the entire 
period of their occupation. Opposition never cease, he says, though difficulties 
often seemed insuperable and he gives much credit to the Stli Route Army 
which, he says, sent such help as it could and which continued to light in 
north China, next door to Manchuria, after the armies of the Central Govern- 
ment had been driven far up the Yangtze. 

The first of 3 stages of opposition to the Japs began September 18, 1931, 
when the Japs invaded Manchuria. At that time, the Chinese Communist Party, 
of which Chou was a member, opposed the Quomintang policy of appeasing 
Japan and organized all forces that were willing to fight. The organization 
helped the old cavalry general, Ma Chan-slian, and others with money and men, 
but the movement was brief because Japanese agents and Kuomintang appeasers 
sowed dissension effectively and it fell apart before strong military attacks. 

GUERRILLAS ORGANIZED 

Action was reduced to small guerrilla operations until January 2d, 1933, when 
Communist leaders were encouraged by the central committee to try organizing 
again to make a united front of all who opposed Japanese imperialism. By 
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that time the taste of Henry Pu Yi’s government had become very sour in the 
months of the people and organization progressed rapidly. Soon bases were 
established at Pa Shih, Chu Ho, Jao Ho, Ring Tung, and Tang Yuan and 
General Chou, the leader, estimates his strength of that period at 200,000. 


Exhibit No. 395-C 

[The China Weekly Review, May 18, 1946, p. 251] 

Communist Troops, Unlike American GI’s, Strongly Averse to 
Demobilization 

(By Edward Rohrbough) 

There are plenty of opposites in China to American usage. Books read from 
back to front, white is a color of mourning — and the soldiers of the new 4th and 
8th route Communist armies don’t want to go home. At Liu-I, in the Shantung 
liberated area, I talked not long ago with a Comrade Chen, one of the young 
men who has the job of telling the Communist soldiers how military reorgani- 
zation is to be handled, and he says their feeling about demobilization is quite 
different from that of American GI’s. They’d rather stay in the army. 

First of all, many of the Communist soldiers enjoy a much better life in the 
army than they had as coolies, peasants, and tenant farmers. Second, many 
come from homes in parts of China now controlled by the Central Government, 
and they are afraid they may be victims of discrimination when they return. 
Third, many have grown up in the army and they know only the army life, so 
they view the prospect of indoctrination for civilian life with more timidity 
than they ever showed before the Japs. 

wounded vets a problem 

Chen says the problem of rehabilitating wounded and crippled soldiers is 
giving the authorities difficulty because they are not able to support themselves 
entirely and because few of the marriageable women of the liberated area find 
them attractive. The authorities are trying to fulfill the function of a lonely 
hearts club, but there are difficulties. 

Detailed instructions for mustering the men out of the armies have not yet 
been made public, but Chen thinks each man will get about $3,000 anti-Japanese 
currency (equivalent of CNC $30,000), which should keep him for 3 months, 
during which time the authorities hope he will find a job. He will also get a 
suit of civvies. 

Three classes of soldiers will get priorities in the discharges, though it’s doubt- 
ful if “priorities” is the term they’d use to describe their situation. They are: 
(1) inefficient soldiers, (2) wounded and crippled men, and (3) soldiers of the 
people’s army. These last are somewhat like militia in that they never go far 
from home, but they're more like guerrillas because most of them don’t wear 
uniforms and, when the enemy gets too tough, revert to civilian status, at least 
in appearances, until the time comes for more favorable action. 

people’s army vast 

The people’s army is everywhere in the liberated areas and includes men, 
women, and children. It is so large no authority can give you exact figures as to 
its strength, and those who have fought against it have found it very, very 
effective. 

Because the soldiers of the people’s army remain at home, they have first crack 
at all the good jobs, so the authorities plan to discharge regular troops first so 
that everyone gets something like an even break. 

All soldiers will turn in their weapons for storage, though some soldiers 
of the people’s army will be allowed to keep the old fowling pieces and ancient 
muskets with which they now guard the highways. Most of such weapons 
belonged to such soldiers personally anyhow. 

Although those soldiers to be retained in the armies are those who have 
proved their skill and efficiency, the authorities are having to do a little explain- 
ing in their direction. They are told they will now have ranks and they don’t 
like it. Heretofore, they were always just “comrade” and so was everyone 
also and they don’t fancy the idea of being called sergeant or captain, or what- 
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ever. Also, those who are members of the Communist Party don’t take well 
to the news that henceforth they cannot engage in any kind of political activity. 
Chen says one soldier wept when he heard the news and a company commander 
was so displeased he refused to attend the next discussion meeting. Even sol- 
diers who are not Communists don’t like that rule, Chen says, because they’re 
afraid the abolition of the party from the army means democracy among the 
troops will also disappear. 

EDUCATION PLANNED 

All of this means there must be a lot of education for those soldiers who 
remain in the army, of course, and the authorities are already making plans. 
They expect the first emphasis of such education to be on technical military 
training. Next will come cultural education. “Cultural education” is what 
they call it, but actually they mean elementary, or even primary education, 
as Americans would see it. Such education has been part of the Communist 
military program for a long time and 2 hours of a soldier’s day are supposed 
to be devoted to study. 

During the war the troops were often too busy to get 2 hours of orthodox 
study everyday, so the instructors and the propaganda department devised a 
couple of aids to learning that were probably something entirely new in the 
history of warfare. Realizing that men had little to think about during long 
marches, the instructors took to pasting paper characters on the backs of the 
soldiers. 


Exhibit No. 395-D 

[The China Weekly Review, April 20, 1940. p. 155] 
The China Weekly Review 


J. B. Powell, Editor and Publisher 


(In the United States, Address: 35 Fifth Avenue, New York, N. Y.) 

.John W. Powell Edward Roiirbough 

Walter II. Wiener, Financial Editor F. K. Ciiao, Business Manager 


INDEX FOR April 20, 1946 

Editorial paragraphs 

Saber Rattling 

Exit “President” Chen ; 

The League Passes 

North China Hunting 

Trial Before Execution 

Special articles 

Formosa Going From Bad to Worse As Famine, Unemployment Spread 

By Frederick Wong 

General Recalls Long War In Northeast, Opposes One-Party Kuomintang 

Rule By Edward Roiirbough 

Sino-Siamese Relations Put on New Basis With Ratification of Pact 

Of Amity By Lin Wo-Cliiang 

K. M. A. Hoping To Step up Production to 15,000 Tons Daily by Next 

June By S. E. Shifrin 

Conditions Unchanged, but likelihood of Exchange Rate Revision Seen 

Departments 

Letters From the People 

News of the Week 

Events in Brief 

People in the News 

Who's Who in China 

Business Foot-Notes 

New Books of Interest 


159 

159 

160 
161 
161 


162 


163 


165 


166 

174 


155 

169 

172 

173 
173 

175 

176 


Published at 160 Chung Cheng Road (Eastern), Shanghai, China, by Millard 
Publishing Co., Inc., under the laws of the State of Delaware, United States of 
America. Registered at the Chinese Post Office as a newspaper for transmission 
with special marks privileges in China. 
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Contents of previous issues of the China Weekly Review may be found in the 
International Index of Periodicals, copies of which are on tile in most standard 
libraries. 

All editorials, text and other material in the weekly issue of the China Weekly 
Review is copyrighted under certificate of registration No. 9953 issued by the 
Ministry of Interior of the National Government of the Republic of China. 


Exhibit No. 395-E 


Ear East Spotlight 

A monthly report on United States policy and internal events in China, Japan, 
Korea, the Philippines, southeast Asia, and India 


MARCH 1949 


Editor: Elsie Cholmeley 
Editorial Committee: 
Bernard Seeman 
Elizabeth Selsbee 
Ilona Ralf Sues 
Fred Zeserson 
Consultants : 

Koji Ariyoshi 
Charles Bidien 
T. A. Bisson 
Hugh Deane 


Israel Epstein 
Shuji Fujii 
Harrison Forman 
Kumar Goshal 
Gerhard Hagelberg 
Philip Jaffe 
Hon. Michael Lindsay 
Edward Rohrbough 
Gunther Stein 
Howard Willard 
Richard Yaffe 


Publishers: Committee for a Democratic Far Eastern Policy, 111 West 42d 
Street, New York, N. Y. 

Subscription: $2 a year in the United States and Canada. $3 a year abroad; 
single copies 20 cents. 


The Tokyo Martyrs, by Agnes Smedley 3 

New China’s Economic Policy 5 

Elections Mark Japan Change, by Hugh Deane 6 

Never Let the Right Hand Know 7 

The New Delhi Conference, by Gerhard Hagelberg 8 

Action Program for New China Policy 10 

Call to Students 12 

Turning Point for Chinese Students, by John Foster 13 

Toward United States Trade With New China 14 

Washington Pipeline 14 

Far East Reading — Japan Diary, by Mark Gayn, reviewed by Philip 

Keeney 15 

In North Korea by Anna Louise Strong, reviewed by H. W. Sunoo 16 

Far East Briefs 18 


OFFICERS OF THE COMMITTEE FOR A DEMOCRATIC FAR EASTERN POLICY 

Maud Russell, executive director Philip O. Keeney, treasurer 

Executive committee . — May Bagwell, Hugh Bryson, Abraham Chapman, Rev. 
John Darr, Jr., Morris Davis, Hugh DeLacy, James Durkin, Frederick Y. Field, 
Welthy Honsigner Fisher, Talitha Gerlach, Ira Gallobin, Charlotte Honig, C. E. 
Johansen, Rita Judd, Rev. J. Spencer Kennard, Dr. Catherine Lealtad, Paul 
Robeson, Nathan Rock, Arthur Schutzer, Edgar Snow, Chu Tong, Jeanette Turner, 
Jeffry Van Clief, Susan Warren. 

The editor will consider manuscripts submitted, but assumes no responsibility 
regarding them. 

Mr. Mandel. Xow from the files of the Territorial Commission we 
have subpenaed these documents. “Statement of ownership of the 
Honolulu Record Publishing Co., Ltd., dated at the close of business 
on August 31, 1954, with a comparative statement of income and sur- 
plus.” Then a statement of stock ownership at the close of business 
on August 31, 1955, which is signed by Koji Ariyoshi, dated December 
23, 1955. 
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(The documents referred to above were marked “Exhibits No. 396 
and No. 396-A” and are reproduced on the following pages.) 



Officer* and directors &>. <>t. 

O&ce Held , 


Name m Full 


Residence Addre*» 


Pres, 

Vic©~Pr©3. 
Seo-Trtfta, - 


Soji Ariyoshi 
R, J, BsJker _ 
Edward Rohrberajrh 


909 B~3 Luk*p*a# 
1911 EalaJcaus Av*« 
1127 ~B Aloha St. 



•tiirec toe*;. ••••• ^ Ko,ji Arlyotfhi^ 



R. J. Bafc#r 

Edward Rohrbottgit 


Ttujp Okubo 

Emilio C._ ladao 
Shlzwko ih&idn^ 


sama abcw 
&8&8 above 



atm© above 

W 

1566 Katlook Avm. . - ^ 

3^2 PakI Av*. 

2241 ^anaai^Dr. -Hfl 


•Mijof.’y i f »h<ifn usuO h» resident* >>i ihr Territory <>f Hawaii, 


DECLARATION 

t declare, under the penalties set forth in Section R$48, Revved ia»W«* H*efa».l94$, amended, that this exhibit,, 
im hiding any accompanying schedule?, or st atenKuta, ha* Been examined by me, and to fit* be*l of my knowledge a»««| 
belief ix a true, forreel. and com; ,k*'e exhibit, made m guntl faith, for the jmriod stated, ; .; j , ?? 

K> ^ ~ 

(Signature yf pervnt of firm {nvjiari,,# this exhibits of amWired cy£p«»\itc othf. rj 

Pate *r f> r A / Oincr held Arj/A'f'* 


SPECIAL INSTRUCTIONS 


All of the information requested in thi* exhibit mast he fund -hod, Failure f>, do *o will make this exhibit not accept* 
aide. 1 1 > file this exhibit ,»n other than a ealendar'year basiS/ permission must hr~t be obtained front the Treasurer of the | 
Territory of Hawaii. This exhibit nitist he filed. and the fihng f».-e of to the Treasurer within NINETY PAYS 

immediately following the. eh.se of the year basis aihipteib Failure to life will xubwet the corporation m » maximum jx nnlty ny 
SlOO.Of) for every thirty days omtmuance, and it continued for a period of fvvn years will further subject the corporation to 
di*v»h»bo« bv the Treasurer 

:«-i. • --st. . siv 3W 
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ANNUAL CORPORATION EXHIBIT OF _ 

COMPARATIVE GENERAL* BALANCE SHEET 


■i 


ITEMS 

Be gf finite 
Derail 

of Period 
Total 

End of 
Drtail 

Pedod 

Tots! « 

ASSETS 

Current 

('ash ham! and in hank 

Account^ receiv able 

Less rcservf for bad debts 

• — f 

**S |15 

... j *. . 

T 

"ZZiosZsT 

~ r . ZT Z 

Not ^receivable . 

tn-v entities 
Finished goods 

Rah material* and supplies 

Merchandise in transit 

Investment* 

Stocks — Local 

—Mainland 

Bonds -U..S. government 

—State, municipal 

— All other 

Fixed _ ' '■ 3 .L 

^ Land 
Leasehold 
Buildings 

Machuu'r^jindetjutptticnt 

Furniture and fixtures 

Deliver v equipment 

H - 

10,200 90 

•4' . 

*67 . 34 

1 

r 

• ' ] 
t 

r 

j 

11,350 90 

#> 40. 

• 

I ‘ 

’ U 
. iZZ 

7,062 09 

Total 

Less reserve for depreciation 

10,200 ,90 
3,2S2 

6,91? 94 

01,350 90 
4.7*3 91 

Frepaid expenses 

expired Tusurance 
J merest _ 

Other assets 

Cagiral stock subscription 

Organization Kxp*ns9« 

. • i k. 


Total earn* 


41 *621 , 1*. 


41.339 120 

LIABILITIES AND CAPITAL 

, 


. .| . 


Current 

[ 

. _ . ..... . 

J 

4 *93T 

Accounts pavabie 
Notes payable 



~~ ;oo 


9* ,] 00 

Accrued expenses 

, 

•’ 

x 

. 1 z 

Payroll ♦ 

z„ r . 

. 3,595 ,40 

.. .... : |... 

3,2U i78 

Interest 


109 r % 


iinAk 

Income taxes 



Ot&ej„!iues 

zjz„ 

492 . 00 


574 4«L 






= : — 

1 

..." ■ i- 

r! 

* — j-’" 

Fixed 


~~ 



Mortgage payable 



~ I ' 

j 

Bonds pa v able 





Deferred credits ' „ v , 

• — i — 

' ~ 

- k 

— :: f ~ 






Capital 

• 

ZI 

x. 

i . 

Preferred stock issued 

T' 

j _ 


l ■ 

Common stock issued 

41 # 795_ [00 


41,795 [OOC 



Surplus reserves 


;.. 


. zl 



{. 



* Capital surplus { Donat ed Surplus) 

U5 oo 

. - JL. 

i 

135.. 00 

— tlT- 

Earned surplus (or deficit) 

(6*155 

r zvi. 


" r i 

Total 

35,924 -02 

< 

."W 9 m j* 


Less treasury stock at cost -Preferred 


1 

! * 

^ — Com in on 

353 "too 

35,471 CC 

"153 "oo 

37,266 92. 

Tfotal liabilities and capital 


41,621 '1% 


‘ aim r»v 

* Donated Surplus In Treasury (Without Coat) 

1195.00 


$135.00 
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Doe* each share of Mock have the right to 


VOTING POWERS AND STOCKHOLDERS 

If nut. explain voting rights; 


<h) Has* any class of Mock or securities any special privileges in the election ul directors. trustee*, or other management 
personnel, or in the determination of any corporate action U so. giv'e details;...* 


(<> 

(d) 

(O 




State the total voting power of all Mockholders as of the date of this report 

State the total number of stockholder* as of the date of this report — — ~53 — — 

In the space below, *<r on sheets attached thereto and In accordance with the column headings indicated, list 'ill 
stockholders by each “class of stock If the stock is held by a Trustee, make a full disclosure of the name*, addresses 
and shares of the equitable owners. If the stock is without par value, then sute the subscription price, the total paid m 
Of! account of the subscription, and furnish a statement showing the total consideration received from the sale of stbek 
diftributed as to capital and as to paid-in surplus. 




Total Subscription 

Total Paid 

Karne In Full 

MaUin* Addrets 

Shares 

Par Value 

At Par Value 


pmss 3355 m&cHEi? sommz 
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FOR THE YEAR ENDED., 


COMPARATIVE STATEMENT OF INCOME ANO SURPLUS 


* * , item$ 

T fvet jkAtL7Lhcnc inventories".^!' ued) "* 
ln\ entor y at beginning of period 
- Merchandise purchased ew manufactured 

ill 1 .. . ; ~ " 

Less inventory at end of p erio d j. 

Cost nf g nc xis so ld 
Gross proSt «n saJei 

m Srors r«rt;n uts (wlwrn (nver/toma arc not used) ~~~~ ~~ 

&%% c ost rtf ope ration ~ 

Gr»$* . profit v " ’ ^ ’ ' ~ 

A4d' other Income 

' ]%irtc*y, tms&mmu 

DjYHiemfi 


List Preceding Period 
Dstril “ ‘ 


_ Current 
DtUil 


Tend 


rr 


JL.i 


ten so statist 


Total income 
Less expenses 

j??I*ri<?s_ 

Other salaries and. wage* 

Depr<&i«|ton _ 

, MaAjM>&„. ; „ 

».t Interest _ 

Tales' ot^cr lhan ixie^ime , 

N'ct income (<*r toss) before incomv tax > 
Inconie taxes 

Net .income (or ioss) transferred t*> surplus 
Surp lus atj>«ginnyig of period 
Add credits to surplus (detail) 




1,097. 59 

- I- 


1,795 *90 


-w. .. ,T< da l _ , 

Deficit at beginning of period 
Less debits to surplus (detail) 


m m 


, 1,795 

(9,155 


. 90 . 

99 ) 


W , m l ias) 


, 14 . 3*0 


.kundns for deficit) at end of period 


CAPITAL STOCK: SO^S 

t Issued during the per.'id 

Consideration fceeiv «?<i tor st. 
issued during the peried 

Acquired during the period 

How acquired 

Acquired stock reissued during 
the period 

Consideration received Cor stock 
reissued during the period 


< 

t— 

($ 
<$ 
<*■ .. 
t. 


{$ 

(Other manner < . 


shares preferred stock at 5 
w shares common stock at $ 

cash 

. value- of property 
value ut services 
„ shares preferred st< <k 
•'hares common stock 
,-cg‘h 


, — par value 
|>ar value 


<$ 

<$• . 

BONDED DEBT; 

Issued during the period ($ 

Consideration received tor bond* 
issued during the period {$ 

<$~~ 

($ 


shan.-s preferred stock 
shares common slock 

cash 

- value of property 
value of servii rs 


cash 

value of property 
value of set vires 
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SCHELDULE A-l 


Honolulu Record Publishing Co., Ltd., 811 Sheridan St., Honolulu, Hawaii 


Statement of stockoivnership at close of business on Aug . 31 , 1954 


Stockholders 

Address 

Stock 

owner- 

ship 

Amount 

At par 
value 

At 

paid-in 

value 

Sub- 

sidy 

received 


Olaa, Hawaii 

5 

$25 

$25 


Agnew, Leo C 

8430 California Ave., South Gate, Calif. 

1 

5 

5 


Apilado, Andres. 

Box 133, Pahala, Hawaii 

1 

5 

5 


A r minimi, H 

407 Kalaimoku St., Honolulu 

3 

15 

15 



1911 Kalakaua Ave., Honolulu. 

40 

200 

200 



(Deceased) . 

2 

10 

10 


Chagnnn, Raymond 

Care of Seamen’s Club, Honolulu 

1 

5 

5 



2432-D Tuitala St., Honolulu 

1 

5 

5 



451 Atkinson Dr., Honolulu 

2 

10 

10 


Workers. UPW. 






Elia, John, Jr 

3915 Pahoa Ave., Honolulu 

2 

10 

10 



Box 434, Lanai City, Lanai 

5 

25 

25 


Hawaii Civil Liberties 

1011-B Kapahulu Ave., Honolulu 

10 

50 

50 


Congress. 






1 1 iga, Yaeko , . 

737 Oili Rd., Honolulu 

3 

15 

15 



98fi. , v- A-1 Winam Ave.., Honolulu 

100 

500 

500 


Hokama, Shire 

Box 437, Lanai City, Lanai 

5 

25 

25 


Kanakaole, Kema 

229 Desha Lane, Honolulu. 

1 

5 

5 


Kempa, Robert- 

140O-A Emerson St., Honolulu 

1 

5 

5 


Kim r Rosalie 

1598 Thurston Ave., Honolulu 

1 

5 

5 


Lee, Kill Soon 

Box 267, Lanai City, Lanai 

5 

25 

25 


Lichitgram, Theodore M._ 

426 Namahana St., Honolulu 

10 

50 

50 


Machara, Frank 

815-8 Kanoa St., Honolulu 

4 

20 

20 


Matsu zaki, N 

647 knnawai Lane, Honolulu 

21 

105 

105 


Maupon, L. B . 

1245 South 21st St., Lincoln, Nebr 

10 

50 

50 


Minami, Chieko 

Box 14, Lanai City, Lanai 

5 

25 

25 


Miyagawa, M 

1311 Lnsitana Rt 1} Honolulu . . 

5 

25 

25 


Miyamoto, Richard S 

95 Merchant St., Honolulu 

2 

10 

10 


Morishige, Richard 

2742 Kalihi St., Honolulu 

20 

100 

100 


Motoki, Matsuo 

1314 Kalihi St., Honolulu 

5 

25 

25 


Murin, Stephen and 

2357-C Palnlo Ave., Honolulu _ 

27 

135 

135 


Evelyn. 






Nagai, Hisasbi 

Box 96, Ilaa, Hawaii 

2 

10 

10 


Nakatsn, Harry 

(Deceased) 

5 

25 

25 


Oahn nio Council 

Honolulu, Hawaii . 

5 

25 

25 


Okubo Yugo.. 

1266 Matlock Ave Honolulu 

232 

1, 160 

1, 160 


Oshikata Raren 

Post Office Box 1132, Honolulu 

1 

5 

5 


Ozaki Doris 

933 17th Ave., Honolulu 

4 

20 

20 


Palomino Adrian 

331 West 11th St., New York . 

36 

180 

180 


Peltier, Alvin R 

717 Ocean View Dr., Honolulu 

5 

25 

25 


Pprlstcin Esther 

3621 Kaimuki Ave., Honolulu 

10 

50 

50 


Peterson, W C 

836 16th Ave., CHA 3, Honolulu 

2 

10 

10 


Rpinecke Mikp 

1555 Piikoi St., Honolulu 

3 

15 

15 


Rohrbough, Edward 

1127-B Aloha St., Honolulu 

7, 361 

36, 805 

3, 010 

$33, 795 

Rospnstpin Tnlins 

1558 Piikoi St , Honolulu 

2 

10 

10 


Shiraki J S 

1301 River St., Honolulu. 

20 

100 

100 


Tom Hoy Peter 

3413 Pahna Ave Honolulu 


10 

10 


Tfmnihaum Gerald 

1962 Ling Sin Lu, Shanghai 

5 

25 

25 


TIjimorl Edward 

Box 611, Puunene, Maui. .. . 

5 

25 

25 


Wakida, Shizuko 

2241 Makanani Dr., Honolulu 

161 

805 

805 


Wong Sai Cbien 

21 8- A Pokobana St., Honolulu. .. 

1 

5 

5 


Wong Sam 

3228 George St , Honolulu 

20 

100 

100 


Vadan Emilio C 

3802 Paki Ave., Honolulu.. .. 

66 

330 

330 


Vamamntn R M 

21 32- A Waiola St , Honolulu 

20 

100 

100 


Honolulu Record Pub - 

Honolulu Hawaii 

93 

465 

465 


lishing Co., Ltd. 






Total 


8, 359 

41, 795 

8, 000 

33, 795 
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Schedule B 

Honolulu Record Publishing Co., Ltd., 811 Sheridan St., Honolulu, Hawaii 


Statement of operations for 12-month period ended Aug. SI 1951+ 



1954 

1953 

1952 

Income: 

Advertising 

$6,450. 61 
12,910.39 
1, 340. 70 
16, 869.93 
201.97 

$7, 113. 81 
8, 081. 01 
1, 742. 99 
20, 666.35 
423. 99 

$6,321.56 
10, 656. 55 
2, 044. 88 
19, 100. 82 
1, 365. 26 

Subscription 

Direct sales. - 

Job printing 

Others.. - 


Total 

37, 773. 60 

38, 028. 15 

39, 489. 07 


Overhead: 

Bank service charges 

45.70 

39. 85 

43.90 

Depreciation 

1, 505. 85 
427.12 

987. 59 

987. 59 

Insurance ... 

242. 45 

366. 46 

Interests 

376. 00 

Legal and audit.. 

175. 00 

85. 00 

180. 00 

Light, water, and power 

476. 56 

572. 27 

453. 51 

Mailing and hauling. 

2, 287. 78 
357. 01 

2, 069. 12 
165. 12 

1, 446. 63 

Mileage and incidentals 

271. 17 

Miscellaneous 

86.35 

251.88 

664. 70 

Newsprint 

1, 840. 50 
152. 39 

530. 45 

2, 006. 36 
147. 31 

Office supplies 

166. 39 

Photoengraving . 

1, 134. 94 
240. 00 

1, 051. 82 

897. 48 

Press service.. . 

285. 00 

395. 00 

Printing costs 

3, 860. 34 
25. 00 

5, 808. 43 
220. 00 

4, 147. 41 

Promotions and public relations 

628. 79 

Rental of premises 

1, 250. 00 
15, 191. 46 

2, 457. 00 
17, 152. 10 
96. 50 

920. 00 

Salaries and wages. . _.. 

19, 343. 78 
250. 26 

Sales commissions 

Shop expenses and repairs 

1, 609. 36 
49. 62 

1, 363. 95 

1, 478. 96 

Subscription, dues, etc 

27. 00 

16. 75 

Telephone and wire 

275.23 

232. 27 

137. 00 

Travel and subsistence 

3, 098. 32 
30.00 

1, 657. 54 
10. 00 

2, 609. 13 
10. 00 

Taxes and licenses: 

Corporate exhibit .. 

Gross income 

942. 17 

1,027.00 

965. 91 

License 

28.31 

Payroll taxes ... 

361. 41 

322.07 

745. 73 


Total 

35, 798. 11 

36, 820.80 

39, 142. 14 


Net operating gain before taxes 

1, 975. 49 
179. 59 

1, 207. 35 
109. 76 

346.93 

Less, Territory of Hawaii income taxes 



Net operating gain . 

1, 795. 90 

1, 097. 59 

346. 93 
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Exhibit 30II-A 



Officers and directors as of : i 

Oflk* H«M Hmm, « Fell R«i4*nc« Xddrws 

FwaldMl Io41 irlT Mh i 909 B-3 L»k >Wgt.. HtawX tf* 

R. .J* BQ c»r 19U faUte g* Eo o pllIJI. 

SacTatary-Traarerar Mnrt Rohrbotigfc 1127-y " Aloha St.. Ha aa lain ' . 



... Soji *riyoifcL . _ j 

2+m* ta lb ore 

» 

R. J. Baker ] 

[Saae a a A bore 

1 ' - 

Rdvard Rohrboogh i 

'Saa* aa Ibora] 

L 


Ralllo C. Tadao 
Shlsnko Vaklda 


— 


'Majority of whom r 


t be rtn4««'» uf m* Territory uf Hawtii 



M< «'f the information requested in this exhibit must be furnished. Failure to do so will make this eahibit not accept-- 
able T hie this exhibit on other than a calendar year basis, permission must first be obtained from the Treasurer of the— 
Territory of Hawaii. This eahibit must be filed, and the filing fee of $1000 paid to the Treasurer within NINETY DAY3 — 
immediately following the close of the year basis adopted. Faiftre to tile will subject the corporation to a maximum penalty ef — 
■llQ Qjfl . for every thirty day* continuance, and if continued fur a period of two years will further subject the corporation_io___ 
dU tolution tft the T reasurer. 
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Honolulu Record Publishing Co., Ltd., Sll Sheridan St., Honolulu, Hawaii 

Statement of stock owner ship at close of business on Aug, 81, 1955 


Stockholders 


Address 


Shares 

owned 


Amount 


Agnew, Leo C.._ 

Apilado, Andres 

Arminimi, H._. 

Baker, R. J 

Bassett, W. K 

Chagnon, Raymond 

Ching, Hung Dow. 

United Public Workers. 

Elias, John, Jr 

Girna, Masaichi 

Hawaii Civil Liberties 
Congress. 

Higa, Yaeko 

Ho, Virginia 

Hokama, Shiro 

Kanakaole, Kema 

Kempa, Robert 

Kim, Rosalie 

Lee, Kwi Soon 

Liehitgram, Theo. M 

Maehara, Frank 

Maupen, L. B 

Minami, Chieko. .. 

Miyagawa, M 

Miyamoto. Richard S... 

Motoki, Matsue 

Mnrin, Stephen and 
Evelyn. 

Naeai, Hisashi 

NakatS’n Harry 

Oahu CIO Council 

Okubo, Yugo 

Oshikata, Karen 

Ozaki, Doris 

Palomino, Adrian 

Peltier, Alvin R 

Perlstein, Esther 

Peterson, W. C 

Reineeke, Aiko_._ 

Rohrbough, Edward 

Rosenstein, Julius 

Saiki, Rachael 

Shiraki, J. S 

Tam Hoy, Peter 

Tannibaum, Gerald 

Ujemori, Edward 

Wakida, Shizuko 

Wong, Sai Chien 

Wong, Sam 

Yadao, Emilio C 

Yamamoto, R. M 

Honolulu Record Pub- 
lishing Co., Ltd. 


854 Lukcpane St., Honolulu 

Box 133, Pahala, Hawaii 

407 Kalaimoku, St., Honolulu 

1911 Kalakaua Ave., Honolulu 

( Deceased) 

Care of Seamen’s Club, Honolulu 

2432 D Tuitala St.. Honolulu 

451 Atkinson Dr., Honolulu 

3915 Pahoa Ave., Honolulu 

Box 434, Lanai City, Lanai 

1Q11-B Kapahulu Ave., Honolulu . . .. 

737 Oili Rd., Honolulu 

2855 A-l V inam Ave., Honolulu 

Box 437, Lanai Cit 5 T , Lanai 

229 Desha Lane, Honolulu 

1409- A Emerson St., Honolulu... 

1598 Thurston Ave., Honolulu. _ 

Box 2b7, Lanai City, Lanai 

426 Namahana St., Honolulu 

815-C ICanoa St., Honolulu . 

1245 South 21st St., Lincoln, Nebr 

Box 14, Lanai City, Lanai 

1311 Lusitana St., Honolulu 

95 Merchant St., Honolulu 

1314 Kalihi St., Honolulu 

2357-C Palolo Ave., Honolulu. 

Box 96, Olaa, Hawaii . 

(Deceased) 

Honolulu, Hawaii 

1266 Matlock Avenue, Honolulu 

Box 1132, Honolulu 

933 17th Avenue, Honolulu 

331 West 11th Street, New York 

717 Ocean View Drive, Honolulu 

3621 Kaimuki Avenue, Honolulu 

836 16th Avenue, CHA 3, Honolulu. .. 

1555 Piikoi Street, Honolulu 

1127-B Aloha Street, Honolulu 

( Up ppaspd ^ 

2208- A Lihha Street" Honolulu". II I II II 

1301 River Street, Honolulu 

3413 Pahoa Avenue, Honolulu 

1202 Ling Sin Lu, Shanghai 

Box 611, Puunene, Maui 

2241 Makanani Drive, Honolulu 

21S-A Pokohana Street, Honolulu 

3228 George Street, Honolulu 

3802 Paki Avenue, Honolulu 

2132-A Waiola Street, Honolulu 

(Treasury Stock) 



At par 
value 

At paid- 
in value 

1 

$5 

$5 

1 

g 

5 

3 

15 

15 

40 

200 

200 

2 

10 

10 

1 

5 

5 

1 

5 

5 

2 

10 

10 

2 

in 

10 

5 

25 

25 

10 

50 

50 

3 

15 

15 

100 

500 

500 

5 

25 

25 

1 

5 

5 

1 

5 

5 

1 

5 

5 

5 

25 

25 

10 

50 

50 

4 

20 

20 

10 

50 

50 

5 

25 

25 

5 

25 

25 

2 

10 

10 

5 

25 

25 

27 

135 

135 

2 

10 

10 

5 

25 

25 

5 

25 

25 

354 

1,770 

1,770 

1 

5 

5 

4 

20 

20 

36 

180 

180 

5 

25 

25 

10 

50 

50 

2 

10 

10 

3 

15 

15 

,361 

36, 805 

3,010 

2 

10 

10 

142 

710 

710 

20 

100 

100 

2 

10 

10 

5 

25 

25 

5 

25 

25 

161 

805 

805 

1 

5 

5 

20 

100 

100 

66 

330 

330 

20 

100 

100 

118 

590 

590 

,602 

43,010 

9, 215 


Subsidy 

received 


$33,795 


33, 795 


Total.. 
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Honolulu Record Publishing Co., Ltd., 811 Sheridan St., Honolulu, Hawah 

Statement of operations for 12-montli period ended Aug. 81, 1955 , and comparison 
to same period ended Aug. 81, 1955 


Accounts 

1955 

1954 

Income: 

Advertising 

$7. 237. 54 
14, 755. 00 
1, 855. 18 
15, 285.23 
4, 048. 00 

$6, 450. 61 
12, 910. 39 
1, 340. 70 
16, 869. 93 
201. 97 

Subscription. 

Direct sales 




Total 

43, 180. 95 

37, 773. 60 


Overhead: 

Bank-service charges 

51.88 

45.70 
1, 505. 85 
427. 12 

Depreciation __ __ 

1, 915. 70 
413. 20 

Insurance 

Interests 

376.00 

175. 00 
476. 56 

2, 287. 78 

357. 01 
86. 35 

1, 840. 50 
152. 39 
1, 134. 94 
240.00 
3, 860. 34 
25.00 

Legal and audits _ 

565. 00 

Light, water, and power 

637. 85 

Mailing and hauling 

2, 617. 72 

Mileage and incidentals - 

130. 02 

Miscellaneous 

383. 59 

Newsprint - - 

3, 719. 40 

Office supplies 

307. 98 

Photo supplies - _ 

1, 349. 58 
287. 50 

Press service 

Printing costs 

3, 588. 00 

Public relations. 

176. 07 

Rental of premises __ 

1, 564. 42 
19, 445. 33 

1,250.00 
15, 191. 46 

Salaries and wages 

Sales commissions . . . . 

39. 32 

Shop expenses 

2,113. 09 
110. 75 

1, 609. 36 
49. 62 
275 23 

Subscription and dues 

Telephone and wire.. 

257.40 

Travel and subscription 

4, 261. 08 

3, 098. 32 
30.00 

Taxes and licenses: 

Corporate exhibit - 

10.00 

Gross income 

843. 71 

942. 17 
361.41 

Payroll taxes 

633. 16 


Total 

45, 421. 75 

35, 798. 11 


Net operating gain before taxes 

(2, 240. 80) 

1,975. 49 
179. 59 

Less, Hawaii income taxes... 



Net operating gain (loss) 

(2, 240. 80) 

1, 795. 90 



SCOPE OF SOVIET ACTIVITY IN THE UNITED STATES 2451 


Annual Corporation Exhibit of Honolulu Record Publishing Co., Ltd., for 
the Year Ended Aug. 31, 1955 

Comparative general balance sheet 


Items 

Beginning of period 

End of period 

Detail 

Total 

Detail 

Total 

ASSETS 

Current: 

Cash on hand and in bank ... 


$102. 96 


$1, 199. 29 

Accounts receivable 



Less reserve for bad debts. . 





Notes receivable _ _ . 


26. 40 


656. 66 

Inventories 



Finished goods 





Raw materials and supplies 





Merchandise in transit.* 





Investments: 

Stocks: 

Local.. ... . _ ... 





Mainland.. . . 





Bonds: 

U. S. Government _ ...... 





State, municipal .. 





All other 





Fixed: 

Land 





Leasehold.. 





Buildings 





Machinery and equipment 

$11, 850. 90 


$17, 565. 62 


Furniture and fixtures 



Delivery equipment 





Total.. 





11, 850. 90 
4, 788. 81 

17, 565. 62 
6, 704. 51 

Less reserve for depreciation 

7,062. 09 

10, 861.11 

Prepaid expenses: 

Unexpired insurance 



Interest 





Other assets: 

Capital stock subscription 


33, 795. 00 
352. 75 


33,795.00 
352. 75 

Organization expense 



Total assets . . . 




41, 339.20 


46, 864. 81 

LIABILITIES AND CAFITAL 

Current: 

Accounts payable 




4.93 

98.00 

3, 214. 78 


200.43 
8, 200. 00 

247.00 

Notes payable .. . 



Accrued expenses: 

Payroll 



Interest 



Income taxes. 


179. 59 
574. 98 



Other taxes 



555.08 

Fixed: 

Mortgage payable. 



Bonds payable- 





Deferred credits... 





Capital: 

Preferred stock issued 





Common stock issued 

41,795. 00 


43, 010. 00 


Surplus reserves 



Capital surplus (donated surplus) 

185. 00 
(4, 360. 08) 


1, 631. 18 
(6, 600. 88) 


Earned surplus (or deficit) 



Total 



37, 619. 92 


38, 040. 30 


Less treasury stock at cost: 

Preferred 



Common . 

353.00 

37, 266. 92 

378.00 

37, 662.30 

Total liabilities and caDital 


41,339.20 


46, 864. 81 

1 
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Annual Corporation Exhibit of Honolulu Record Publishing Co., Ltd., for 
the Year Ended Aug. 31, 1955 — Continued 

Comparative statement of income and surplus 


Items 

Last preceding period 

Current period 

Detail 

Total 

Detail 

Total 




































Gross revenues (where inventories are not usedL 





Less cost of operation 





Gross profit _ 





A fid other income . 





Interest 





Dividends 





(Please see attached statement.) 
Total income 





Less expenses: 

Officers' salaries. 





Other salaries and wages 





Depreciation . 





Bad debts 





Interest __ 





Taxes other than income 





Net ineome (nr loss'! before ineome taxes * _ 


$1, 975. 49 
179. 59 


$(2, 240. 80) 

Income taxes 



Net income (or loss) transferred to surplus 

Surplus at beginning of period 




1, 795. 90 

(2, 240. 80) 

Add credits to surplus (detail) 





Total 





1, 795. 90 
(6, 155. 93) 

(2,240.80) 
(4, 360. 08) 

Deficit at beginning of period 



Less debits to surplus (detail) 



Surplus (or deficit) at end of period.. 


(4,360.08) 


(6,600.88) 





capital stock 

Issued during the period : 

shares preferred stock at $ par value 

243 shares common stock at $5.00 par value 

Consideration received for stock issued during the period : 

$ cash 

$ value of property 

$1, 215. 00 value of services 
Acquired during the period : 

5 shares preferred stock 

shares common stock 

How acquired : 

$ cash 

Other manner : Donated 
Acquired stock reissued during the period : 

shares preferred stock 

shares common stock 

Consideration received for stock reissued during the period : 


$ cash 

$ value of property 

$ value of services 


BONDED DEBT 

Issued during the period : $ par value 

Consideration received for bonds issued during the period : 


$ cash 

$ value of property 

$ value of services 
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VOTING POWERS AND STOCKHOLDERS 

( a ) Does each share of stock have the right to vote? Yes. If not, explain 
voting rights : 


( b ) Has any class of stock or securities any special privileges in the election 
of directors, trustees, or other management personnel, or in the determination 
of any corporate action ! No. If so, give details : 


(c) State the total voting power of all stockholders as of the date of this 
report. S602. 

(cl) State the total number of stockholders as of the date of this report. 50. 

( e ) In the space below, or on sheets attached thereto and in accordance with 
the column headings indicated, list all stockholders by each class of stock. If 
the stock is held by a trustee, make a full disclosure of the names, addresses 
and shares of the equitable owners. If the stock is without par value, then 
state the subscription price, the total paid in on account of the subscription, and 
furnish a statement showing the total consideration received from the sale of 
stock distributed as to capital and as to paid-in surplus. 


Name in full 

Mailing address 

Total subscription 

Total paid at 
par value 

Shares 

Par value 

(Please see attached sched- 
ule.) 




















Total 














Mr. Morris. Senator, I think I have no more questions of this par- 
ticular witness. 

Senator Watiuns. Do the members of the committee have ques- 
tions ? 

Senator Johnston. No questions. 

Senator Watkins. Hearing no response, the witness will be per- 
mitted to step aside. 

Mr. Morris. Stand by in the event that we may have to call you 
again, Mr. Rohrbough. In the event that we may have to. 

Mr. Okubo. 

Senator Watkins. Raise your right hand. Do you solemnly swear 
the testimony you are about to give in the matter pending before this 
committee will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the 
truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Okijbo. I do. 

Senator Watkins. You may examine. 

TESTIMONY OF YTJGO OKUBO 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Okubo, are you the second largest stockholder in 
the Honolulu Record? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Okubo. I decline to answer on the first and fifth amendment 
to the Constitution. 

Mr. Morris. He relied on the privilege under the fifth amendment 
in refusing to answer. Senator, w T ill you rule on that? He’s claimed 
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privilege under the first amendment. Unless the stipulation as to the 
other witness carries over 

Senator Watkins. We don’t have attorneys of record in this case. 
I mean for all purposes. They’re only here for one purpose. I 
would say you have to ask the witness himself. 

Mr. Okubo. I decline on the first and the fifth. 

Senator Watkins. I rule, with respect to the first amendment, that 
the objection is not good, the claim is not good. But with respect 
to the second one, the fifth amendment, the chairman will allow your 
claim for immunity, or sustain your refusal to testify. 

Mr. Morris. Now, Mr. Chairman, in our record is a statement of 
stock ownership at the close of business on August 31, 1955, and it 
indicates that the witness here today, Yugo Okubo 

Are you Yugo Okubo, whose name appears in the statement of 
stock ownership ? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Okubo. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, I note that this statement so de- 
scribed and now in our record indicates that the witness here owns 
354 shares and is, therefore, the second largest stockholder in the 
publication we are talking about. The paid-in value of the stock 
is $1,770. 

Senator Watkins, Has that entire statement been made a part of 
the record ? 

Mr. Morris. That’s right, Senator. 

Senator Watkins. It has been made a part of the record. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Okubo, are you presently a Communist? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Okubo. Same answer. 

Senator Watkins. Have you ever been a Communist? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Okubo. I will make the same answer on that. 

Mr. Morris. Did you pay $1,770 for the stock ? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Okubo. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Now, did you take your apprenticeship training at the 
Honolulu Record under the GI bill of rights? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Okubo. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Where were you born, Mr. Okubo? 

Senator Johnston. Wait. Just one question there. 

Did you realize that we have a law on the statute books that makes 
it a penalty to receive money from the Federal Government and at 
the same time be in the activities of the Communist Party? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, 1 note since Counsel Bouslog has taken 
over here that the responses are considerably delayed. 

Senator Johnston. I notice another thing too. They talk and dis- 
cuss, and I think they even discuss everything that might come up 
later. I can tell by the expressions on their faces, it looks like that’s 
what they are doing, and you’re just taking up the time of this hear- 
ing. And they always come back and then hide behind the fifth 
amendment, every time. 
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(The witness continued to consult with his counsel.) 

Mr. Okubo. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Has the Honolulu Record been distributed, to your 
knowledge, to Red China ? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Okubo. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, I have no more questions of this wit- 
ness. 

Senator Watkins. Any member of the committee have questions? 
You may step aside. 

Senator Johnston. Wait just a minute. 

Senator Watkins. Senator Johnston. 

Senator Johnson. According to the record here, you are one of the 
owners of the Honolulu Record Publishing Co., and you are even 
denying and ashamed to own that you have any connection with it 
whatsoever ? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Okubo. I make the same answer on that. 

Senator Watkins. What was that answer? 

(The answer was read by the reporter.) 

Mr. Morris. I have no more questions. 

Senator Watkins. You may step aside. 

Mr. Morris. Wilfred Oka. 

Senator Watkins. Raise your right hand. You solemnly swear 
that the testimony you are about to give in the matter pending before 
this committee will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the 
truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Oka. I do. 

TESTIMONY OF WILFRED M. OKA 

Mr. Morris. Give your name and address to the reporter, Mr. Oka. 

Mr. Oka. Wilfred M. Oka. The address is 1042 Bethel Street. 

Mr. Morris. You were born in Honolulu on February 24, 1912, were 
you not ? 

Mr. Oka. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. And you are the manager of the Corner Liquor Store 
at 1042 Bethel Street, Honolulu ? 

Mr. Oka. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Yes. Are you the sports editor of the Honolulu Rec- 
ord? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Oka. I decline to answer on the basis of the first and fifth 
amendments. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Oka, were you in the room when I read into the 
record the testimony of Theodore Emanuel ? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Senator Butler. Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Watkins. Senator Butler. 

Mr. Oka. I was in the room. 

Mr. Morris. You were. Did you hear the testimony of Mr. Eman- 
uel to the effect that he bought these two particular issues of the China 
Monthly Review from you, in your liquor store ? 
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(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Senator Johnston. Did I understand you, when you were talking 
to them, to say that you did? Wasn’t that what you said? 

Mr. Oka. T asked for advice. 

Senator Johnston. I thought that’s what you told him. Didn’t 
know how to answer it. 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Morris. Senator, apparently the witnesses in the front row all 
seem to — they all indicate that they heard him say, k ‘I did.” 

Senator Johnston. I think we could put them all on the witness 
stand and 1 think most of them would acknowledge that is what he 
turned around and told them. 

Senator Watkins. Whatever it is, it isn’t in the record, I assume. 

Did the reporter get an answer before he started to consult counsel? 

The ItEroRTER. No, sir. 

Senator Watkins. Well, all right, he didn’t say it then, according 
to the record. 

Senator Welker. Now, what is the question that is taking all after- 
noon here ? 

Mr. Oka. I am not very clear about that. 

Mr. Morris. Will you read the question, Mr. Cowart, please? 

Senator Watkins. You claimed the protection of the fifth amend- 
ment, didn’t you? Is that what you have done? 

Mr. Morris. No, I don’t think so. 

Senator Welker. No; he said he wasn’t clear about the question. 

Senator Watkins. Oh. 

Senator Welker. Neither am I. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Cowart, will you read that question back, the one 
I asked the witness? 

(The question was read by the reporter.) 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Morris. Let the record show that the two issues have been put 
in front of the witness. 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Oka. I didn’t see Mr. Emanuel testify ; I didn’t hear him testify 
here. 

Mr. Morris. I read the testimony of Mr. Emanuel into the record. 
Do you want me to read it again ? 

Mr. Emanuel said : 

Mr. Morris. Have you purchased an issue of the China Monthly Review here 
in Honolulu? 

Mr. Emanuel. Yes. I have purchased two issues of the China Monthly Re- 
view from the Corner Liquor Store. The July 1951 issue and the August 1951 
issue. 

Mr. Morris. When did you make these purchases? 

Mr. Emanuel. I purchased the August issue on September 20, 1951, and I 
purchased the July issue in August, 1951, the exact dates not being recalled. 
I purchased the copies from Wilfred Oka. 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Oka. What is — What I want to find out is, "What is the ques- 
tion you want to ask of me ? 

^Senator Watkins. Just a moment. 

Senator Johnston. Did you 

Senator Watkins. Counsel asked you if you heard it before. Now 
I will ask you, Did you hear it this time ? 
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Mr. Oka. It is very confusing. I’m — — 

Mr. Morris. Well, did you sell the 

Senator Watkins. Just a minute. 

Senator Johnston. Did you sell those two magazines? That’s the 
question. 

Senator Watkins. Getting back — Counsel, let’s clear that up be- 
fore we go on some more. He asked you first if you heard it and you 
wanted to know, you apparently didn’t hear it, you said you didn’t. 
Now, I am asking you if you heard it when he read it just now ? Did 
you hear what the counsel read? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Oka. Yes, sir. 

Senator Watkins. The answer is “Yes,” is that right? 

Mr. Oka. Yes, sir. 

Senator Watkins. All right. Proceed. 

Mr. Morris. Now, did you in fact sell those two issues to Mr. 
Emanuel ? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Oka. I decline to answer on the same ground, sir. 

Senator Watkins. On the ground that it might incriminate you? 

Mr. Oka. Yes, sir. 

Senator Watkins. I think that objection is w r ell taken. 

Senator Johnston. Mr. Chairman, I would like to make a state- 
ment right here. I am glad — I can see now why a witness does not 
want to be televised and let the world see just what’s taking place and 
just how he would answer the questions if left alone. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Oka, did you join the Communist Party in 
February 1946? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Oka. Same answer, sir. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Did you have Communist Party card N. 74935 ? 

Mr. Oka. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Have you been a member of the Makiki branch of the 
Communist Party? 

Mr. Oka. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Have you been secretary of the Oahu County Com- 
mittee of the Democratic Party? As late as 1950? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Oka. Same answer, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Were you chairman of the educational group of the 
Communist Party at a meeting held at the home of Jeanette Nakama 
at 1527 Ivaihi Lane in Honolulu? 

Mr. Oka. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Were you recruited into the Communist Party by 
Koichi Omori in January of 1946 ? 

Mr. Oka. Same answer. 

Senator Watkins. Or at any other time than that mentioned in the 
question ? 

Mr. Oka. I didn’t hear you, sir. 

Senator Watkins. I say “or at any other time?” 

Mr. Oka. Same answer. 

Senator Welker. Do you know the gentleman referred to ? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 
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Mr. Oka. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Now, you have tried to recruit members into the Com- 
munist Party, have you not, Mr. Oka? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Oka. Same answer, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Now, as an official of the Oahu County Democratic 
Committee, you have controlled patronage, have you not? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Oka. Same answer, sir. 

Senator Watkins. Do you have any influence or have you attempted 
to exert any influence in that committee, in that party, with respect 
to patronage? 

Mr. Oka. Same answer, sir. 

Mr. Morris. In fact, you have submitted lists of nominees for ap- 
pointment as election inspectors; have you not? 

Mr. Oka. Same answer, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Appointments as clerks, have you not? 

Mr. Oka. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. And you made these recommendations to the Secretary 
of Hawaii? 

Mr. Oka. Same answer. 

Senator Welker. I would like to make the observation that the wit- 
ness seems to be using full throttle now, without the help of counsel. 

May I ask a question, Mr. Chairman? 

Senator Watkins. Senator Welker. 

Senator Welker. What is your business or occupation? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Oka. I have already answered that, sir. 

Senator Watkins. It won’t hurt to answer it again. The Senator 
apparently didn’t hear you. You don’t object to answering again? 

Mr. Oka. I think it is in the record. I said storekeeper. 

Senator Watkins. What’s that? 

Mr. Oka. Storekeeper. 

Senator Welker. Schoolteacher? 

Mr. Oka. Storekeeper. 

Senator Welker. Storekeeper. What sort of a store do you keep ? 
Oh, it isn’t against the law to run a store. 

Mr. Oka. It’s a liquor store, sir. 

Senator Welker. Sir? 

Mr. Oka. It’s a liquor store, sir. 

Senator Welker. Liquor store. It is commonly known as the 
Corner Liquor Store? 

(Witness consults with counsel.) 

Mr. Oka. That’s right, sir. 

Senator Welker. Do you sell anything else there other than liquor? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Senator Welker. Now, why do you hestitate, Mr. Witness? Cer- 
tainly you can get your advice in this length of time. 

Mr. Oka. I beg your indulgence, sir. 

Senator Welker. I didn’t hear you. 

Mr. Oka. I beg your indulgence, sir. 

Senator Welker. Well, you’d better beg it because it is going to 
take some begging to get it. 
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Senator Watkins. Lot’s have order, please. 

The witness has a right, under the rules of the committee, to ask 
the advice of his counsel and take a reasonable time in which to do it. 

Mr. Oka. I sell books, magazines, candy, cigarettes, peanuts. 

Senator Welker. I see. Now, among the magazines sold by you, 
Mr. Witness, did you ever sell the China Monthly Review ? 

Mr. Oka. I need your advice. 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Oka. I refuse to answer the question, on the fifth amendment. 

Senator Welker. Mr. Chairman, since the witness has opened up 
the subject matter, may I ask you, Mr. Chairman, to order and direct 
the witness to answer the question, under the penalty of contempt if 
he so refuses. 

Senator Watkins. You are ordered, and directed to answer the 
question. Your claim for silence is not allowed. 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Oka. Same answer, sir. 

Senator Welker. Do you sell the Peoples Daily World ? 

Mr. Oka. I need legal advice. 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Sir. Oka. Same answer. 

Senator Welker. Payette Independent Enterprise ? 

Sir. Oka. I didn’t hear the question. 

Senator Welker. The Payette Independent Enterprise. 

Sir. Oka. I don’t understand your question. 

Senator Welker. I say, Do you sell the Payette Independent Enter- 
prise ? That’s a newspaper. 

Sir. Oka. Same answer. 

Senator Welker. For your information, the Payette Independent 
Enterprise is my hometown newspaper, with a circulation of about 
300, 1 think. 

Senator Watkins. Order. 

Sir. SIorris. Do you sell that paper, Sir. Oka? Do you sell the 
paper Senator Welker just described ? 

Mr. Oka. I gave him the answer. I said 

Sir. SIorris. You don’t sell it, do you ? 

Sir. Oka. I refuse to answer. 

Senator Welker. No, he didn’t. He refused to answer about my 
hometown paper. 

Sir. SIorris. Senator, I ask that the witness be directed to answer 
that question. 

Senator Watkins. Well, it’s just a little bit farfetched, but I will 
make the order. 

Senator Welker. It may be farfetched, but it is 

Sir. Oka. I didn’t understand what you were talking about, Senator 
Welker. 

Senator Welker. You did understand what I was talking about 
when I discussed the Peoples Daily World and China Slonthly Re- 
view, though, didn’t you ? 

Sir. Oka. Same answer. 

Sir. SIorris. Senator, I ask that the witness be directed to answer 
the question about Senator Welker’s hometown paper. 

Senator Watkins. The order is that he shall answer that question. 
His objection or request for silence is overruled. 
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Mr. Oka. No ; I clon J t sell your paper, sir. 

Senator Welker. It isn’t my paper. 

Senator Watkins. Just a moment. I have a question or two I 
would like to ask. What magazines do you sell? You say you sell 
magazines. Now I think we’re entitled to know some of the magazines 
you do sell. 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Oka. Now that I understand the question leading up to these 
things, I refuse to answer on the basis of the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Oka, the committee has been told that you fur- 
nished liquor to the executive board meetings of the ILWU. Is that a 
fact? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Oka. The same answer, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Now, you have worked, have you not, for the YMCA 
here in Honolulu? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Oka. I worked at the YMCA. 

Mr. Morris. Yes. And then later you worked as assistant business 
agent for the Carpenters Union, AFL, did you not? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Oka. I refuse to answer that on the basis of the fifth amend- 
ment. 

Mr. Morris. Senator, I have quite a few more questions that I could 
ask of this witness, but in order to maintain the schedule that we have 
set up for ourselves, and in view of the delayed responses that we are 
getting from this particular witness, I will finish my inquiry at this 
time. 

Senator Johnston. I noticed he said he worked at the YMCA. 
What kind of work did you do at the YMCA? 

Mr. Oka. Boys work and coaching swimming. 

Senator Welker. When did you work down there? 

Mr. Oka. 1935 till 1910. 

Senator Welker. You haven’t worked there recently? 

Mr. Oka. No, sir. 

Senator Watkins. Any further questions ? 

Senator Welker. None here. 

Senator Watkins. The witness may step aside then. 

Call your next witness. 

Mr. Morris. The last public witness for today, Senator, that I am 
prepared to examine, is Koichi Omori. 

Senator Watkins. Raise your right hand. Do you solemnly swear 
the testimony you are about to give in the matter now pending before 
this committee will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the 
truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Omori. I do. 

TESTIMONY OF KOICHI OMORI 

Mr. Morris. Give you name and address to the reporter, Mr. Omori. 

Mr. Omori. Koichi Omori, 36 North School Street. 

Mr. Morris. Where were you born, Mr. Omori ? 

Mr. Omori. On this island. Waipahu. 
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Mr. Morris. What was your elementary school education? 

Mr. Omori. I would like to seek advice of counsel. 

Mr. Morris. You may. 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Omori. Elementary school education, Pookaina School. 

Sir. Morris. High school. 

Mr. Omori. Advice of counsel again. 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Omori. Just 2 months in McKinley High School, on this island. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, our information is that this man was 
recently international representative of the ILWU, until very recently. 

Will you tell us when you last held the position of international 
representative of the ILWU ? 

Mr. Omori. I would like to seek the advice of counsel again. 

Senator Watkins. Speak up. I can hardly hear you. 

Mr. O 310 R 1 . I want to consult counsel. 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Mr. Omori. I decline to answer that question on the grounds of the 
first and fifth amendments. 

Mr. Morris. Are you a Communist now, Mr. Omori? 

Mr. Omori. Same answer. 

Senator Watkins. Have you ever been a Communist? 

Mr. Omori. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Did you not in May of 1947 approach a man named 
Harold E. Yamashita, show him your Communist membership card, 
tell him that you had been a Communist Party member for a number 
of years, and invite him to join the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Omori. May I get the name of that person again, please? 

Mr. Morris. Harold E. Yamashita — Y-a-m-a-s-h-i-t-a. 

Mr. Omori. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. I have pronounced it correctly, haven’t I, Yamashita ? 

Sir. Omori. You have the name. I don’t know whether that is cor- 
rect or not. As to your question whether you pronounce it correct, I 
wouldn’t know. Just giving you the answer that 

Seantor Welker. Did you ever hear the name before ? 

Mr. Omori. I decline to answer. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. You have been discharged as a business agent of Local 
904 of the A. F. of L. Teamsters Union because of your Communist 
Party membership, have you not ? 

Mr. Omori. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Were you the business agent of Local 904 of the 
A. F. of L. Teamsters Union ? 

Mr. Omori. I decline to answer that on the same ground. 

Mr. Morris And did the A. F. of L. expel you because you were a 
Communist ? 

Mr. Omori. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Or discharge you ? 

Mr. Omori. Same answer. 

Senator Watkins. Or because they claimed you were a Communist ? 

Mr. Omori. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Were you, in fact, a Communist at the time of your dis- 
charge from the A. F. of L. Teamsters ? 

Mr. Omori. Will you repeat that question again, please? 
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Mr. Morris. Were you, at the time of your discharge from the 
A. F. of L. Teamsters Union, a Communist? 

Mr. Omori. I decline to answer that question on the same grounds. 

Mr. Morris. You have been a member of both the Waikiki group 
and the Makiki group of the Communist Party, have you not? 

Mr. Omori. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Senator, I have no more questions of this particular 
witness. 

Senator Watkins. You may step aside. Wait a moment. Any 
member of the committee wish to question him ? You may step aside. 

Mr. Morris. Senator, may we have an executive session scheduled 
for 9 o’clock tomorrow morning ? 

Senator Watkins. That will be the order. 

Mr. Morris. The first public witness tomorrow morning will be 
Benjamin Franklin Dillingham. We expect to have about four wit- 
nesses in executive session tomorrow, Senator. Four people have been 
subpenaed for that time. May the executive meeting begin at 9 
o’clock, Senator? 

Senator Watkins. The executive meeting wil begin at 9 and the 
regular session, I take it, will be 9 :30. 

Mr. Morris. That’s right, sir. 

Senator Watkins. This committee will now stand in recess until 
9 :30 tomorrow morning. 

(Whereupon, at 5 : 18 p. m., the subcommittee recessed.) 
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